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THE ELUSIVE EAST TEXAS BORDER
by
Thomas F. Ruffin

During its short life. the Republic of Texas was plagued with boundary problems
with Mexico and also with the United States. One of the most troublesome spots was
the north-south line that ran - or to be more accurate, supposedly ran - between the
Red and Sabine Rivers in .East Texas. In 1838, the Texas Secretary of State
complained:
The country through which the line will pass is now rapidly
settling by an active and entcrprizing population, whose condition
is rendered unpleasant and embarassing (sic) by the uncertainty
which exists in regard to the true boundary. While such a state of
things continues this Government cannot enforce its revenue laws,
neither
it make suitable preparations for the defence of that
frontier•.•

car

It

Confusion prevailed. Settlers, and even entire communities, had no way of
determining whether they were in the United States or in the Republic of Texas. Red
River County, Texas was caught in the turmoil, exercising jurisdiction over territory
claimed by Miller County, Arkansas and Caddo Parish, Loui'liana.
Only a joint survey of the boundary line by the two nations would resolve the
many problems, but such was not forthcoming llntil 1841. In the meantime, the
United States, on its own, surveyed the frontier extensively, claiming the area as
American soil. But this only servcd to complicate matters. Many of those living on the
surveyed lands continued to owe their allegiance to Texas, and one resident became a
member of the Texas Congress.
Tempers flared occasionallY, but only one military encounter developed. In
November, 1838, the Texas Militia"under Major General Thomas J. Rusk, crossed the
border into Caddo Parish while pursuing a band of Indians. Briefly "OCCUpying"
Shreveport, the Texans almost precipitated a break in relations between the two
nations.2
'When the 1841 joint survey finally settled the boundary dispute, the Republic of
Texas was the clear winner. Caddo Parish, Louisiana gave up over 450 square miles
while Arkansas lost an entire county.
The boundary difficulties were not a recent development. Going back to the
1700's there had never been a clearly defmed line separating Spanish Texas and
French Louisiana. Later, when Texas and Louisiana were both under Spanish control,
no boundary was necessary. When Louisiana reacquired Louisiana, it was to "the same
extent that it now has in the hands of Spain, and that it had when France possessed
it••.',3 The line was just as vague in 1803, when the United States purchased
Louisiana. 4
In 1804, the Louisiana Purchase was divided into two regions. That Palt north of
the thirty-third parallel (which approximates the present Louisiana-Arkansas state line)
became the Louisiana District; that part to the south, the Orleans Territory. The latter
was ''to extend west to the western boundary of said cession•..•" a ~escription which

Thomas F. Ruffin is from Shreveport, Louidana and is president of the North
Lounana Histomol Association.
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provided little clarification.5 Hostilities appeared imminent along the border in 1806,
but were averted when General James B. Wilkinson, the ranking officer in the
American Army, and Lieutenant Colonel Simon De Herrera, in the service of the
Spanish king, agreed on a "neutral zone" between the Rio (or Arroyo) Hondo - a
short, non-descript stream near Natchitoches - and the Sabine River. 6
The boundary question remained far from solution when the Orleans Territory
became the State of Louisiana in 1812. Nevertheless, the new state proceeded to
describe its western boundary as running along the Middle of the Sabine River <Ito the
thirty-second degree of north latitude - thence due north ... :'7 Although two
Congressional Acts - the Enabling Act 8 and the Act of Adrnission 9 - acknowledged
these same western limits, the United States continued to observe the neutral zone.
It was not until 1819 that Spain and the United States signed a treaty
establishing the boundary. The line was to run along the Western bank of the Sabine
River "to the 32d degree of latitude; thence, by a line due north to the degree of
latitude where it strikes the Rio Roxo, of Natchitoches, or Red River... :'10 As this
new line was to run due north from the point where the thirty-second parallel hit the
western bank rather than where it hit the middle of the Sabine River, it was relocated
a few feet west of the boundary line originally claimed by the state of Louisiana.
Moving an unmarked line, however, had little effect. Although the two nations had
reached an agreement relative to this stretch of international boundary, a joint
Spanish-American survey would be required to mark the actual line. A seemingly easy
task; it was still not forthcoming.
The United States fmally ratified the Treaty in 1821. The, following year, the
Americans established an army outpost, Cantonment Jesup, in the old neutral zone
and began issuing land grants to settlers in the area. Before any steps could be taken
toward marking the boundary tine, however, the Mexicans had overthrown the
Spaniards, setting up a republic of their own. This necessitated new negotiations and a
new treaty. In 1828, the Mexican-American treaty was signed, recognizing the
boundary of 1819, but once again, ratification of the treaty was delayed, this time
until 1832)1 Before Mexico and the United States got around to surveying the line,
the Americans acquired a new neighbor to the west - the Republic of Texas. Once
more it Was back to the negotiating table.
In 1838, the United States and Texas held a Boundary Convention. The border
established previously by Spain and the United States Was again recognized. More
important, however, defmitc steps were taken to survey the line. 12 By early 1840, the
resulting Joint Commission had reached the mouth of the Sabine to begin its work.
Their efforts were hampered by Martin Van Buren's contention that the «Sabine
River" referred to in the treaties was, in reality, the Neches River that likewise flowed
into Sabine Lake. Once this and other differences were reconciled, the Commission
proceeded north, surveying the western bank of the Sabine River. Reaching Logan's
Ferry (today's Logansport), then in Caddo Parish, later that year, they decided to
delay further surveying temporarily because of unfavorable climatic conditions. 13
Before reviewing the results of th.is joint survey, it might be well to take a brief
look at earlier American attempts to plot the region.
The United States retained title to aU vacant lands in the Louisiana Purchase.
So that this acreage could be properly identified before being sold or given away, it
had to be properly surveyed. A novel and rather simple method was developed by
Thomas Hutchins, Geographer to the United States. First used in Ohio in 1785, it has ~
since heen used in all pUblic-land states and has been adoptcd by several forcign
countries.l 4 His system consisted of laying out square townships, six miles to a side.
Wherever possible, the townships were then subdivided into 36 sections, each one mile
square and containing 640 acr es:

,
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By 1807, the United States Government had extended the existing St. Stephens
Base Line along the thirty-lust parallel. At the same time, the Louisiana Meridian was
laid out, intersecting the Base Line about 18 miles south of Alexandria. It was from
this point that the surveying of townships began in the Territory of Orleans)5
Surveying progressed rapidly in the southern part of the Territory, even
before Louisiana attained statehood in 1812. Very little could take plaee in the
northwestern section until after the Treaty of 1819 had been ratified in 1821.
Before that time, the United States had no true idea of their western limits.
Afterwards, the surveyors knew exactly how far west they could go - at least,
south of the thirty-second parallel, where the Sabine River served as the border. All
of the old neutral zone ended up as American soiL By November 1824, the
Register and Receiver of the United States Land Office in Opelousas was able to
report to the Secretary of the Treasury on some 280 claims. These were flled by
settlers "in the late neutral territory" and were based on "habitation, occupancy,
and cultivation on and previous to the 22nd of February, 1819."16 All except 69
of the claims were recommended for approval, most for 640 acres.t 7 In order that
f'I1!' these grants could be readily identified, much of the area between the Rio Hondo
and the Sabine River was :mrveyed by 1830. 18
The extreme northwestern corner of Louisiana still faced other difficulties.
North of the thirty-second parallel, the border no longer followed the Sabine.
Rather, it followed a line that had yet to be drawn. In addition, this section was
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the private domain of the Caddo Indians. As such, it was not occupied by whites.
All of this changed in 1835 when the Caddocs conveyed their lands 19 to the
United States. As for the vague western boundary, it was described in the treaty as
.. the north and south line which separates the United States from Mexico,
wheresoever the same shall be defined and acknowledged by the two
goycrnments."20
The Caddo's old lands were very desirable. With the removable of the Great
Raft on Red River, the area also became quite accessible. By 1837, the Shreve
Town Company began selling town lots in the new community of Shreveport. The
following year, sufficient people had moved into the region to justify the creation
of a new parish, Caddo. Caddo Parish's western limits were to pursue "the
boundary line of the United States lUld Louisiana - and to acquire the
accompanying problems.
The settlers continued to arrive and so did the surveyors, who were soon
SUbdividing Caddo Parish into townships and sections. However, they were faced
with an immediate problem. With an unmarked boundary line, they had to decide
how far west to go. It was soon resolved that the United States would survey to
the western line of Range 17 West.
Between January, 1837, and January, 1838, H.T. Williams, the federal
government's Surveyor General of Louisiana, signed contracts calling for surveys of
all townships in thc two westernmost ranges, 16 West and 17 West. By the end of
1839, all work on both township and section lines had been completed. 22 The
United States assumed jurisdiction over the area, if only by implication, as did
Louisiana and Caddo Parish. Just how effective such control may have been remains
doubtful. There were many settlers who felt that they lived in Texas no matter
where the Americans placed the line. Among these was the outspoken Colonel
Robert Potter, whose home on Potter's Point was located in Township 20 North,
Range 17 West 23 - at least, according to the United States survey teams.
Undaunted, he ran for, and was elected to, the Congress of the Republic of
Tcxas. 24
There were other settlers, it might be added, who took full advantage of the
vague boundary by showing no loyalty to either country.
Although a number of colonists lived along the frontier, the surveyors
indicated only a handful of cultivated fields in Ranges 16 and 17 West. On what
would latcr bccome Texas soil, they notcd a mere dozen or so, identifying most of
them.2 5 In contrast, they found five Indian villages in the two ranges. One was
south of Grcenwood;26 two, just north of today's Waskom, and two more near
Potter's Point. 27 Although Texas was plagued with Indian trouble, the close
proximity of the red man had littlc effect on life along the border.
The surveyors resolved the fate of one community, Port Caddo. Shown on
:>ome c<lrlier maps as being in Louisiana. 28 it ended up just west of Range 17 west
and thus beyond the limits of the American survey. Thc future of Greenwood in
Range 16 Wcst, however, remained hazy. Passing through the latter community in
late 1840, traveller Adolphus Sterne recorded in his diary: "the place is in a
Languid state, in consequence of the belief that the place will be in the Limits of
Tex~~, to fact all inhabitants are fearful! they will be in Texas after thc tine is
run••. :'29 Anothcr village that later cropped up in the surveyed area was Smithland,30
Whatever the Americans hoped tu gain from a unilateral survey of the
Louisiana·Texas fronticr, they failed to accomplish it. Confusion spread as more and
morc settlers arrivcd in the area. It became increa~ingly urgent to establish the
border line by a bilateral survey, thereby removing all doubts as to its true
location. Meanwhile, in Arkansas, federal surveyors were running into similar

•
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problems along the frontier.
Arkansas was part of the original Louisiana District, which was renamed the
Louisiana Territory, and later, the Missouri Territory. Then, in 1819, an area
approximating the present states of Oklahoma (minus the panhandle) and Arkansas
became the Arkansas (sic) Territory. With cessions to the Indians, Congress kept
moving Arkansas' western boundary eastward until it reached its current location in
1828. Except for a minor ajustmcnt Dcar Fort Smith several years later, the line
North of the Red River had been resolved)l South of the river, however, the
story was different. Although the boundary description had been spelled out by
Congress in 1828,32 the line's exact location still remained locally in doubt when
Arkansas attained statehood in 1836.3 3
This created many problems for Texans, particularY those living in Red River
County in the northeastern corner of the Republic. The county would soon
encounter difficulties with Louisiana because of the poorly defIned border, but this
proved to be minor in comparison with its troubles with Arkansas. The Texas
Congress, when creating Red River county in 1837, used- this description:
Beginning at the mouth of the Bois d'Arc, running up that stream
to Carter Cliffs, crossing thence south to a point west to the
head of Bid (Big) Cypress, east to its head, down that to Sodo
Lake, thence east to the line of the United States, with that line
to Red River, up that to the beginning.3 4
The conflict was with old Miller County, a fascinating cany-over from the Territory
to the State of Arkansas. 35 Originally covering much of today's southern
Oklahoma, the county had to move as its lands were ceded to the Choctaws. Thus,
during the mid-twenties, Miller County reluctantly relocated south of the Red
River, claiming this area:
Beginning at the south bank of the Red River, at a point due
south of mouth of the Cositot; thence due south to the
thirty-third degree of north latitude; thence due west \\lith the
thirty-third degree of north latitude to a point south of the
Faux-ouaehita (the False Ouachita, or Washita, in today's
Oklahoma), thence to Red River; thence down and with said river
to the place of beginning)6
Not only did Red River County, Texas and Miller County, Arkansas overlap,
they virtually claimed the same territory. Even their county seats, Clarksville and
Jonesborough, were a mere 25 miles apart. Neighbors, and even friends and
relatives, had divided loyalties. The resulting situation was quite chaotk.3 7
Although the State of Arkansas may have envisioned a western empire, the
United States surveyors failed to share their enthusiasm. They never got around to
surveying Miller County.
Fedcral survcying in Arkansas began in HH5 when the Fifth Principal Meridan
and Base Line were established, intersecting about 25 miles west of Helena. It was
from this point that much of what was then the Missouri Territory was surveyed)8
In southern Arkansas, the surveyors reached the Red River in the mid 1820's, but
were reluctant to cross it - and did not do so until years later,39 In fact, it was
not until 1840 that David Fultin, the federal government's Surveyor of Public
Lands in Arkansas, reported to the Commissioner General of the U.S. Land Office
that he "had sent out three efficient surveyors, one of whom has taken a contract

8
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to survey exteriors (i.e., the township lines as opposed to the section lines) south
of the Red River•••The Survey of ten townships there, will. . •be completed
during the winter."40
Along with his report, Fulton included a map showing the progress of surveys
in Arkansas up to that time. The region southwest of Red River, devoid of any
surveying activity. was designated "Disputed Territory," He drew a line, however,
south along the Tange line between Ranges 30 and 31 West, labeling it the
"Supposed line between the United States and Texas)>41 - Which was a long way
east of Jonesborough and the center of Miller County activity. By design or
coincidence, his line struck the thirty-third parallel about five miles west of the
western limits assumed by the federal surveyors in Louisiana.42
The approach of the surveyors in the two states was quite different. In
Louisiana, they expressed little doubt as to the probable location of the boundary
and quickly surveyed to that point, completing their work by 1839. In contrast,
their counterparts in Arkansas moved quite cautiously. never surveying as far west
as the Louisiana surveyors. As it developed, the Arkansas surveyors did not even
begin work in Range 28 West until late 1840. By early 1841, they substantially
completed their work in three townships - 14, 15 and 16 South - in that Range
as well as a small portion of Township 14 South, Range 29 West that ended up in
a bend of the river. 43 As events would prove later that year, the Arkansas
surveyors had barely reached the border.
It was mid-February. 1841. when the members of the Joint Commission
returned to their encampment near Logan's Ferry. The Texans were headed by
their commissioner, Memucan Hunt; the Americans by their commissioner, John H.
Overton. High water and other difficulties hampered the party considerably. In fact,
two months elapsed before they were able to pin-point the exact spot at which the
thirty-second parallel crossed the Western bank of the Sabine River. Even then,
they were unable to mark the location. So, on April 23, the party erected a granite
marker on the boundary meridan two miles, 1988.5 feet north of the parallel.44
From there, the group moved northward, covering one, two, and sometimes more
miles per day. At each mile, they built a dirt mound five feet high.45
Crossing section lines marked off earlier by the federal surveyors, the Joint
Commission readily realized that they were east of the western limits of the United
States survey. Near the ruth mound. they found out just how far. Their"boundary
line (was) 3,763 feet east of the range line dividing the 16 and 17th rang~s" - or
about 6-% miles east of the western line of Range 17 West. 46 In other words, one
entire range (17 West) plus a small slice of another (16 West) had been incorrectly
assumed to be a part of the United States. On subsequent checks south of Caddo
Lake, the distances varied somewhat. hut always exceeded 6..lh miles. 47 North of
the lake, the range lines are one mile further to the west. Hence the boundary line
between the lake and the thirty-third parallel was about 1 ~ miles east of the
range line between Ranges 16 and 17 West - and about 7 ~ miles east of the
point to which the United States had originally surveyed in 1837-39.48
For the lust time settlers knew on which side of the line they lived. Some
found themselves in Louisiana. Others. such as Robert Potter, found that they were
indeed Texans. And Potter could continue serving in the Texas Congress until his
untimely death (in the Rcgulators-Moderators War) the following year. 49 Smithland
discovered that it was in Texas; Greenwood,_ in Louisiana. Caddo Parish - and at
the same time, Louisiana and the United States - lost a strip 70 miles long and
from 6 lh to 7 Vi miles wide to the Republic of Texas.
Paradoxically, as onc boundary dispute was settled, another was created. On
June 5, 1841, the Joint Commission marked the location of the thirty-third parallel
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.,692 feet north of the 69th mound
and erected a marker
there.50 Unfortunately this parallel. which separated Arkansas from Louisiana, had
previously been placed about 3,205 feet further north - or just south of where the
70th mound was erected.51 This new border problem was not resolved until 1895,
when the western six miles of the Arkansas-Louisiana border was swveyed along
the originalline.52
Proceeding north into Arkansas, the Joint Commission was hit by illness - but
they continued to push through "an almost unpenetratable undergrowth of young
oaks and hickory." The group found that the frrst few miles had not yet been
covered by the United States surveyors. It was not until they reached the 90th
mound that the party cocoun tered the lllst township line of the Arkansas swvey the south line of Township 16 South, Range 28 West. Their new boundary was only
1,984 feet east of the range line that served as the western limits of the Arkansas
survey southwest of Red River. 53 This. was, however, about 12Vz miles east of the
unmarked "Supposed line between the United States and Texas" that appeared in
David Fulton's 1840 map.
Arkansas townships were laid out at a slight angle from true north. Thus the
range line and the new boundary line closed in on each other as they stretched
northward. By the time the two lines reached the Red River, they were a mere
162 feet apart. 54 In contrast to the large amount of surveyed lands lost in
Louisiana, Arkansas (and Lafayette County) lost very little - just a narrow strip 18
miles long with an average width of about 1,073 feet. Worse though, no part of
Miller County ended up within the State of Arkansas. The entire county found
itself within the boundaries of Texas. In 1844, it was attached administratively to
Red River County, Texas.55 And old Miller County's short, illustrious history came
to an abrupt end. 56
As to the effects on the colonists in the area, United States Commissioner
John Ii Overton made these observations in his report to the Secretary ?f State,
Daniel Webster:
As defined and marked, it leaves the western bank of the
Sabine River, according to the fIrst measurement I was enabled to
have made in connection with the survey of public lands in the
State of Louisiana, north of the 32nd paraDel, 3,763 feet east of
the line dividing ranges 16 and 17, at lake Soda, or Ferry Lake,
46 miles north, 2,840 feet east, and at its termination on the
Red River, 162 feet east of the dividing line between ranges 28
and 29 of the United States survey in the State of Arkansas.
Although about half of the western range of sections in the
16th range of townships, and the entire seventeenth range of
townships in the State of Louisiana, have fallen, by the
determination of the boundary, within the limits of the republic
of Texas. yet the interests of the settler, with a few exceptions,
have not been prejudiced. The fostering policy of the neighboring
Government had, in anticipation of such a result, liberly provided
for, by donations of land to the actual settler and cultivator. The
exceptions alluded to are not numerous. They are those claiming
under purchase from the United States, whose improvements have
been severed by the course of the line, thereby rendering
measurably valueless the portion left them. The reimbursement of
the purchase money, as in ordinary cases, would not, I am
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induced to believe, indemnify them for the 10s8 they have
sustained, and I therefore, at their earnest solicitation, beg leave,
through your Department, to present to the President the
consideration of their cases.
The limits of the State of Arkansas, between the 33rd degree
of latitude and the Red River, had no other determinate bounds,
I believe; than those recognised and temporarily secured by the
provisions of the convention; and her juristiction west of the
established boundry. like that of Louisiana over the 17th Tange of
townships, had been recent, and generally considered of doubtful
title. Hence, the inhabitants, along the whole extent of this
frontier, evidenced neither disappointment nor dissatisfaction in
the change of relations produced by the settlement of the limits.
As a neighboring class of population, identical in language,
manners, and institutions, and more than ordinarily distinguished
fOJ intelligence, enterprise, and industry, they will more than
counterbalance for any loss- of territory, in the mutual protection
and safety they will assuredly afford to those frontiers, by the
conyinuous cultivation of those friendly relations which have
heretofore cxisted.5 7

After Texas joined the Union in 1845, the new line no longer remained an
international boundary. During the years that followed, the line has served as the
border between Texas on the west and Arkansas and Louisiana on the east - as
sister states in both the United States and the Confederacy. The line's location
remains unchanged, although there has been at least one attempt to tamper with it.
In 1941, Bascom Giles, Commissioner of the General Land Office of Texas,
suggested that the line might be moved 150 feet to the east. 58 But so far, no
serious steps have been taken toward accomplishing this end.59
Texas almost became a public-land state with the federal government's holding
title to all public land. 60 Had this been done, Texas would have utilized the same
"township and range" surveying system used by Louisiana, Arkansas, and other
western states. As it developed, Texas was permitted to retain all public lands
within its borders. 61 Over the years, millions of these acres were granted to Texas
war veterans, immigrants, and others. Once a warrant was issued by the
government, the holder would select his alloted acreage from any vacant,
unappropriated lands. 62 By necessity, many of the resulting grants were odd-shaped.
Many grants were for 640 acres, 63 the number of acres included in a section
surveyed by the United States government. When Texas was able to claim
additional land along the Louisiana border in 1841, it had already been laid out in
townships and sections by the Americans. If there was ever a tailor·made situation,
this was it: unappropriated public land already marked off with the exact number
of acres, just waiting to be selected by a claimant.
Many took advantage of these circumstances, particularly in Harrison County.
Here a large number of 640 acre grants were made of the same dimensions and in
the same location as the sections previously surveyed by the Americans. 64 There
are still further instances of different size grants, where onc or more sides utillzed ""
the old section lines. 65 Even Robert Potter, in his will and in an 1842 deed,
found it expedient to use descriptions based on the United States survey. 66
Rather than having onc uniform survey prepared by government surveyors,
East Texas relied on many independent surveyors whose work had to be pieced
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together like a jigsaw puzzle. One notable exception to this patch-work quilt effect
is in this area acquired from Louisiana. 67 Here, based on the earlier American
surveys, the north-south and east-west property lines still prevail.
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1Letter from Dr Robert A. Irion to Hon. Alcee LaBranch, Charge d'Affaires of
the U.S., February 13, 1838. George Pierce Garrison (00.), Diplomatic
Correspondence of the Republic of Texas, in Annual Report of the American
Historical Association for the Year 1907, (2 Vols., Washington, D.C., 1908),11, Part

I, 291-296.
lThomas F. Ruffm, "Invasion of Caddo Parish by General Thomas Jefferson

Rusk's Republic of Texas Army, 1838:' North Louisiana Historical Association
Journal, II (Spring 1971), 71-83.
3Treaty of San lldefonso, signed October 1, 1800, quoted from Louisiana

Purchase Treaty, 8 U.S. Statutes at Large, 200.
4Treaty between the United States of America and the French Republic (often
referred to as the Louisiana Purchase Treaty); signed April 3D, 1803, proclaimed
October 21, 1803, 8 Stat. 200.

52 Stat. 283; Proclaimed March 26, 1804.
6"The Neutral Ground Agreement" in Ernest Wallace and David M. Vigness
(eds.), Documents of Texas History (Austin, Texas, 1963), 37-38.
7Preamble to The Constitution of the State of Louisiana, 1812.

82 Stat. 641; proclaimed February 20, 1811.
92 Stat. 701; proclaimed April 8, 1812. limits of the state were enlarged a
few days later with the addition of the "Florida Parishes," but this did not affect
Louisiana's western border.
10Treaty of Amity, Settlement, and Limits, between the United States of
America and His Catholic Majesty (often referred to as the Treaty of 1819 or the
Adams-Onis Treaty), signed February 22, 1819, proclaimed February 19, 1821; 8

Stat 252.
11 Treaty of Limits between the United States and the Republic of Texas

signed January 12, 1828, proclaimed April 5, 1832; 8 Stat, 372.
12BoundaryConvention between the United States and the Republic of Texas;
signed April 5, 1832, proclaimed October 13, 1838; 8 Stat. 511.
13Thomas Maitland Marshall, A History of the Western Boundary of the
Louisiana Purchase, 1819-1841 (Berkeley, Calif., 1914), 225-238.
14 Hilde Heun Kagan" et al (eds.), The American Heritage Pictorial Atlas of the
United States (New York, 1966) 126. Franklin K. Van Zandt, Boundaries of the ""
United States and the Several States, Geological Survey Bulletin 1212 (Washington,
D.C., 1966), 129.
15At least west of the Mississippi River. The same Base Line, but another
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(the St. Helena Meridian) was used for the Orleans Territory east of the river.
16Quoted from print affadavit forms used for filing "Rio- Hondo" claims.
Originals on file at the Louisiana State Land Office, Baton Rouge, La. February 22,
1819 represents the date that the treaty of 1819 was signed.
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17U.5., 19th Congress, 1st Session, /louse Document 50.

18U.S. Government Township Plats for townships in Sabine, Natchitoches, and
De SolO parishes; originals on file at Louisiana State Land Office.
19Thc Caddo lands approximated present-day Miller County, Ark. and Caddo
Parish, La.
20Caddo Indian Treaty; signed May 30, 1835, proclaimed January 26, 1836;
U.S. 27th Congress, 2d Session, House Rep. No. 1035, 73-78.
21Act No. 67 of 1838: "to create and establish the parish of Cado (sic) and
for other purposes," approved January 18, 1838, Louisiana Legislative Acts, 1838,
11-13.
22U.S. Government Township Plat, townships in Ranges 16 and 17 West (La
MeL). Originals on file at Louisiana State Ubrary; photostats on file at Texas State
Library, Austin, Texas. Tl2N, R17W was surveyed, but never plated.

23U.S. Government Township Plat, T20N, R17W (La. Mer.). Original on file at
Louisiana State Land Office.
24For an account of Robert PoUer, his wife and family, see the historical
novel by Edith Hamilton Kirkland, Life Is a Wild Assault (New York, 1959).
Potter, it might be added, had previously served as Secretary of the Navy for Texas
and had been instrumental in the preparation of both the Texas Declaration of
Independence and the Texas Constitution. Also see: The History of Harriet A.

Ames during the Early Days of Texas. Written by Herself at the Age of
Eighty- Three. Genealogy Collection, Shreve Memorial Library, Shreveport,
Louisiana.
251n addition to Col. Potter, the surveyors mentioned Moore, Davis, Johnson,
(Amos) Johnson, (Thomas S.) Wilson, (Vashti) Gibbs. Warmack, and Shad Owen
(undoubtedly James Shandoin). U.S. Government Township Plats, townships in
Range 17 West (La. Mar.); originals on file at Loui.~iana State Land Office. Probable
first names from Texas General Land Office Map of Harrison County, Map of
Panola County, and Map of the Marion County; originals on fIle at the Texas
General Land Office, Austin, Texas.

...

26 U.S. Government Towmhip Plat, TI6N, R16W (La. Mer.); original on file at
Louisiana State Land Office.
27 U.S. Government Township Plats, Tl7N, R17W; T20N, R20W, and T21N,
R17W (La. Mer.); originals on me at Louisiana State Land Oftice. Kirkland, Life Is
a Wild Assault descr~bed relations with nearby Indians.
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28 0ne such map was the ''Map of Texas compiled from surveys recorded in
the land Office of the Republic of Texas and other official surveys," by John
Arrowsmith (London, England, 1841); original at Texas State Library, file No. 438.
29Harriet Smith (cd.) "Diary of Adophus Sterne" in Southwestern Historical
Quarterly, XXXI (July 1927), 76-77,

30Another traveller visiting the frontier was Josiah Gregg in 1841. He found
Smithland "unhealthy," but Greenwood "Healthful." Maurice Garland Fultin (cd.),
Josiah Gregg, Diary & Letters of Josiah Gregg, (2 Vals; Norman, Okla., 1941), I,

87,1I8,
31Van Zandt, BoundD.ries of the United States and the Several States, 191-194.
32", . .running due west on that (33rd) parallel of latitude. to where a line
running due north from latitude thirty-two degrees north, on the Sabine River, will
intersect with the same. . ." 4 Star. . 276.
33The enabling act for Arkansas statehood. proclaimed June 15, 1836,
described the line in this area as "bounded on the south side o( Red River by the
Mexican boundary line to the northwest corner of the State of Louisiana 5 Stat.

50,
34"An act to derme the boundaries of the county of Red River," approved
December 18, 1837; H. P. N. Gammel, The Laws of Texas, 1822-1897 (Austin,
Texas, 1898), II, 89-90. The descriptiol). "Sado Lake" was often used
interchangeabley with "Caddo Lake" or "Ferry Lake," and undoubtedly was in this
instance. Sodo Lake was entirely within the boundaries of Louisiana, while Caddo,
or Ferry, Lake straddled the border line.
36Miller County, Arkansas Territory was created April I, 1820 from
Hempstead County; Dallas T. Herndon (ed.), Annals of Arkansas, (Hopkinsville, Ky.,
1947), 699. Old Miller County should not be confused with the present Miller
County, which was not established until many years later.
37The history of old Miller County is a fascinating one, but too long to be
adequately covered here. See John Hugh Reynolds, "The Western Boundary of
Arkansas" in Arkansas Histon·cal Association Publications II (1908), 211-236; Rex
W. Strickland, "Miller Coun~y. Arkansas Territory: The Frontier That Men Forgot"
in Chronicles of ·Oldahoma. XVIII (March 1940), 12·14, and (June 1940),
154-170; XIX (March 1941) 37-54; and Tom Ruffin, "Lost County of the
Ark-La-Tex" in Shreveport Magazine, XXV (September 1970), 22 ff.
38A Marker near the site indicates that it was the point "Crom which the
lands of the Louisiana Purchased were surveyed:' Much of the Purchase - four
complete states and parts of two others - were surveyed from the 5th Principal
Meridian and this Base Line. The balance of the Louisiana Purchase, including the
State of Louisiana, used other Meridans and Base Lines.
39T20S, R26W (5th Pr. Mer.) east of Red River was surveyed in 1823; that
part of the township west of the river was not surveyed until 1~41. U.S.
Government Township Plat, T20S. R26W (5th Pr. Mer.); original on me at the
Arkansas Land Office, Little Rock, Arkansas.
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40U.8.,26th Congress 2d Session, Senate Document 61. 110.
'"

411bid., map opposite p. 112.
42 The fifth Principal Meridian was established independently of the Louisiana
Meridian. Thus the Arkansas and Louisiana Range numbers do not correspond. For
example, R26W in Arkansas almost aligns itself with R14W in Louisiana.

43U.S. Government Township Plats, T14S, R28W & R29W; T15S; R28W; and
T16S, R28W (5th Pr Mer.); original on file at Arkansas Land Office.
44"Journal of the Joint Commission" in U.S., 27th Congress, 2d Session,
House Do<:ument 51, 68-71. The marker was engraved "meridian boundary,
established A.D. 1841" on the south side; "U.S." on the east side; and "R.T." on

the west side.
45"Journal of the Joint Commission," Ibid., 72-73, 720. The "Journal" also
appeared in U.S., 27th Congress, 2d Session, Senate Document 199, but all
quotations and page numbers used here are from the House version. For
background, see Marshall, A History of the Western Boundary of the Louisiana
Purchase, 1819-1941, 225-241.

46"JournaJ of the Joint Commission," 72.
470ther measurements taken ncar the 10th, 20th, 38th, and 45th mounds.
1bid., 73-75.
480ne mile plus 2,635 feet near the 51nd mound; one mile plus 2,574 feet
near thc 55th mound; Ibid, 75.
49 Potter died on March 2, 1842 - on the sixth anniversary of the signing of
the Texas Declaration of Independence. He served the area in the fifth and sixth
congresses.
50"Journal of the joint Commission," 76.
51 U.S. Government Township .Plat, T20S, R28W (5th Pr. Mer.) shows the
original Arkansas·Louisiana boundary line to be 5.80 chains (or 382.8 feet) south
of the 70th mound. Original on file at Arkansas Land Office.
52Van Zandt, Boundaries of the United States and the Several States, 173.
Also see: Diagram in T23N, R16W (La. Mer.) dated 9/12/91; Diagram in T23N,
R16W (La. Mer.) dated 12/31/95; and Diagram in T23N, R15W (La. Mer.) dated
12/31/95; origimls on me in Louisiana State L..1.lld Office.
53"Journal of the Joint Commission," 76-77.
54The distance between the range line (the western line of R28W) and the
new boundary was 1,150 feet near the 90th mound, 820 feet near the l00th
mound; Ibid" 77-78.
55Gammel, The Laws of Texas, 1:83 (Approved February 3, 1844).
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5610 1874, a new Miller County was created; this time entirely within the
boundaries of Arkansas. It covers that part of the state south and west of Red
River.
57Letter from John J. Overton to Hon. Daniel Webster, Secretary of State of
the U.S., August 10. 1841; U.S., 27th Congress, 2d Session, House Document 51,
59-60.
58Letter from Bascom Giles to Hon.Sam Jones, Governor of Louisiana,
November 25, 1941; Reply Brief, Texas vs. Louisiana, No. 36 Original in the
Supreme Court of the United States (October Term 1970), 96-101. The 150 feet
represents the distance between a line drawn north from where the thirty-second
parallel hits the western bank of the Sabine and a line drawn north from where
that parallel hits the center of the river.
59The suit recently ltled by Texas against Louisiana - No. 36 Original in the
Supreme Court of the United States (October Term 1970) - involved only the
disputed ownership of the western half of the Sabine River. The land portion of
the boundary north of the thirty.-second parallel was not included.
60A Texas-U.S. treaty, signed April 12, 1844 but rejected by the U.S. Senate,
provided in Article IV: "The public lands hereby ceded shall be sUbject to laws
rel,'1llating public lands in other territories of the United States. . ."; Wallace and
Vigness, Documents of Texas, 143-144.
61The U.S. Senate Resolution authorizing the annexation of Texas (5 Stat.
797, proclaimed March 1, 1845) provided that the new state "shall also retain all
vacant and unappropriate lands lying within its limits:'
62The generally accepted figure for headright, bounty, and donation p;rants is
36,876,492 acres, but this is far from accuratc. Thomas L. Millcr, "Texas Bounty
Land Grants, 1835-1888" in Southwestern Historical Quarterly, LXVI (October
1962). 222.
63John Burlage and J.E. Holling.'lworth, Abstract of Valid Land Claims,
Compiled from the Records of the General Land Office and Court of Qaims, of the
State of Texas (Austin, Texas, 1859), III-VIII, lists in simplified form the types of
certificates issued, and thc acreage generally involved.

64Harrison County Survey Record Books, Oerk of Court's Office, Harrison
County Court House, Marshall, Texas.• The American surveyors used a chain of
66.00 feet for measurement, 80.00 being required per lnile. Early Texas surveyors,
on the other hand, relied on a vara of 33-1/3 inches, 1900.8 required per mile. In
the United States survey, very few sections ended up measuring 80.00 chains, or
one mile, per ~ide. Yet, most of the Texas plats for these same 640 acres plots
indicated four equal sides of exactly 1900 varas each - with no variation. It would
appear that the early East Texas surveyors utilized the survey stakes placed by the
Americans, 'Without taking the time or the trouble to remcasure and verify the true ...
distances.
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65Comparison of the U.S. Government Township Plats, townships in Range l7
(La. Mer.) West with the Texas General Land Office Map of Harrison County, and
various ownership maps.
66 Kirkland, Life Is a Wild Assault, 445-448, quotes both the will and the
deed.
67 11 might be pointed out that Texas later used a somewhat similaI method
when surveying railroad lands in West Texas. The sections (or lots) were one mile
square, but the number of sections pcr township (or block) was usually 48 (6 wide
x 8 high), but this varied. For examples, see the Texas General Land Office Map of
Culbertson County; original on me at Texas General Land Office.
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SLAVEHOLDING IN HARRISON COUNTY, 1850-1860
A STATISTICAL PROFILE
by Randolph Campbell

Harrison County, located in northeastern Texas on the Louisiana border, was a
major center of slaveholding during the antebellum period. The Hrst United States
census't<lken in the County in 1850 reported 599 slaveholders and 6,190 slaves. Ten
years later there were 650 slaveholders who owned 8726 bondsmen.! Although
increases -in the number of sJaveholder:~ (8.4 percent) and slaves (40.9 percent}-jn the
County did not match the rapid growth rate of slaveholding for the State as a whole
in the 1850's, Harrison had a larger slave population than any other county in Texas
in both 1850 and 1860. Slaves made up 52 percent of the County's total population
of] 1,822 in 1850 and S& percent of the 15,001 people living there in 1860. 2 In both
census' years, approximately 60 percent of Harrison's white families owned at least
one slave. Thi'l statistic is especially impressive when compared to the fIgures for
Texas and other slave states. Only 29 percent of families in the Lone Star Statc and
25 pcrcent of all southern families owned slaves in 1860.3
The "Peculiar Institution" Was so woven into the everyday social and economic
life of Harrison's people that it was certainly one of the central facts in the County's
existence in the l850·s. And because Harrison had a major town, Marshall, with an
outspoken ultrasouthem newspaper, the Texas Republican, and important proslavery
political figures such as Louis T. Wigfall, the influence of slavery there probably
extended over a large area of East Tcxas. 4 Harrison County may not have been
typical of either Texas or the South, but it had large number of slaves and
slaveholders in a limited area and a leading position in antebellum Texas. Thus it
provides a convenient and important setting for a study in microcosm of Negro
slavery in the Lone Star State.
The full economic and social impact of slavery in Harrison County cannot be
dealt with in a brief space. There are too many questions concerning the economics of
slave laboT, the relationship between Slaveholders and non-slaveholders and the
intellectual diffiCUlties inherent in holding human beings as property to be answered
in a single article. Thus in seeking a logical place to begin a study of the institution,
thi", paper offers a statistical profile of slaveholding in the County in 1850 and 1860.
It will deal primarily with the occupations of slaveholders, the size of slaveholdings
and the distribution of slave property among slaveholders. What size slaveholding was
most common in Harrison County? What were the trends from 1850 to 1860 in the
size of slaveholdings? What was the degree of concentration of slave property in the
hands of large owners? Answers to these questions are very important in defming and
explaining the natme of antebellum slave society in East Texas.
Information for this statistical prof'Ue is drawn from Schedule 1 - free
Population, Schedule 2 - Slave Population and Schedule 4 - Agriculture of the United
States census returns for 1850 and 1860. The approach was to begin with Schedule 2
and identify every slaveholder in Harrison County and then to locate these individuals
in Schedules land 4 to determine their occupations and whether or not they were
actually engaged in farming. Tables One and Two present the resulting statistical
information. 5
As would be expected, farmers were predominant among slaveholders, W'
representing 81.8 percent of the total in 1850 and 80.2 percent in 1860. 6 The

Randolph Campbell is associilted with the Department of History at North Texas
State Univetsity,
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TABLE 1. NUMBER OF SLAVEHOLDERS ACCORDING TO SIZE OF SLAVEHDLDING
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TABLE 2.

•

NUMBER OF SLAVES ACCORDING TO SIZE OF SLAVEHOLDING
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rcmalmng slaveholders worked at a wide variety of nori-agri~llltura1 occupations. This
group included merchants, lawyers, doctors, teachers, ministers, public officials,
manufacturers (gin maker, for example), tradesmen and those providing services such
as livery stable operators. Most of these non-farming slaveholders lived in the town of
Marshall, although a few were scattered throughout the County. Some apparently used
their slaves as assistants in their work while others held slaves as personal servants
only and a few probably hired out their bondsmen for agricultural labor.?
Slaveholdings in 1850 ranged in size from a single bondsman to )03 Negroes on
the plantation of William T. Scott. There were 81 owners who held only onc slave;
Scott was the only owner of more than 100 bondsmen. The average size holding that
year was 10.3 slaves, but this mean was biased upward by a relatively few large
holders. Farmers averaged 11.9 slaves per owner while non·farmers averaged 3.3
bondsmen. Among farmers, truly large holdings were limited to the 90 (18.4 percent)
who owned more than twenty slaves and thereby qualified as plantation operators
according to the usually accepted standard. Only nine planters owned fifty or more
slaves. Non-farming slaveholders were almost without exception small, only four of
] 09 held more than ten bondsmen. 8
TIle range of slaveholdings remained almost exactly the same in 1860. There
were 67 individuals who held one slave each while William T. Scott, with 104
bondsmen, maintained his position as Harrison County's hugest slaveholder. The
average size -holding, however, increased to 15.6 slaves per farmer and 4.5 slaves per
non-farmer. For the County as a whole the average size holding increased by 29.9
percent to 13.4 slaves per owner. This rio;e in the mean size slavcholding is explained
primarily by an increase in the number of plantation-size holders from 90 to 148 so
that they constituted 28.4 percent of all agricultural slaveholders. Non-farming
slaveowners also appreciably increased the size of their holdings}
Trends in the size of slaveholding in Harrison County during the 1850's are
illustrated by the percentage change figures in Table Three)O The number and
percent of large holders increased sharply while there was a slight reduction in small
holdcrs. Percentages of slaveowners in the tlnee smallest categories, those owning from
1 to 4, 5 to 9 and 10 to 19 slaves, declined, and the portion of the County's slaves
held by owners in these categories declined even marc rapidly. Beginning \Vith the
plantation-size slaveholders, there were appreciable increases in all categories except
1O(}+ which remained unchanged with only William T. Scott at that level. The
percentage of slaves held in each category, however, did not increase until the 30-39
level was reached, and really sharp rises came only in the 40-49 and 50-99 slave
categories. Increases in the number and percentage of big slaveholders were, of course,
most important among farmers, but non-farmers also experienced a decline among
small slaveowners and an increase in larger categories.
Table Four demonstrates another important fact about Harrison County's
slaveholders in the 1850's. There was a high degree of conet:ntration of slave property
in the hands of a few men with large numbers of Negroes. That there wele 232
slaveholders owning from onc to four bondsmen and only nine holding more than
fifty in 1850 proves only tllat there were many small slaveholders. It sheds no light
on the relative positions of the small and large holders in terms of the wealth, power
and prestige that accompanied the ownership of large numbers of bondsmen. The
important question concerning the distribution of slave property is how many slaves
and what percent of all slaves were held by the owners in each category. In 1850, for
example, the 232 individuals holding from one to four slaves com.tituted 38.7 percent
of all slaveowncrs and yet they held only 531 bondsmen or 8.6 percent of the total
At the other extreme, the 91 planters holding twenty or more slaves represented 15.2
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TABLE 3. PERCENTAGE CHANGE FROM 1850 TO 1860
CHANGE IN PERCENTAGE OF SLAVEHOLDERS ACCORDING TO SIZE OF SLAVEHOLDING
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TABLE 4. CONCENTRATION OF SLAVE OWNERSHIP IN HARRISON COUNTY

1860

1850
No. of

% of all

No. of

% of 011

Own....

Own...

Sine.

Slues

H

'"

38.7

'"

5-'

'"

24.0

'"

10-19

'"

23.'

1861

20-29

"

30-39

"

CatellDIY

•.,
,..

40-49

,

'-'

50-"

•

'-,

,

,.,

""

".,

'''"
",.,

...
15.3

29.9

Nc>. of

''''''''

,-4

,-.
10-19

Owner.

'"

23.'

1011

11.6

'"

21.4

"50

21.4

11.2

""

19.8

,..

30-39

"

'"

,..

.,-4'

'"

..,

50-99

""

100.0

Totall

SIo...

5.'

'"

'''"

'" of III

".

"

,.,

No. of
S.....

32.11

20-29

'"

of III

Own....

'"

21.7

'''''

"

"
"

,.,

...

,.,

."

10.5

1657

19.0

"'"

'-'

,.,

,

,.,

'"

100.0

""

10.8

l00.11

24

EAST TEXAS HISTORICALJOURNAL

percent of all owners, but they controlled 2760 bondsmen constituting 46.2 percent
of all slav~ property. Concentration was slightly more pronounced in 1860. The 211
owners in the one to four slave category representing 32.5 percent of the total held
•
5.7 percent of the slaves while 27 farmers in the 50 to 99 category, constituting only
4.2 percent of all farmers, held 19 percent of all bondsmen.
The degree of concentration may be demonstrated graphically and reduced to an
index by the use of a Lorenz Curve as in Figure One. ll Percentages of slaveholders
are plotted along the vertical (Y) axis while percentages of slaves are plotted along the
horizontal (X) axis. Under conditions of perfect equality in the distribution of slave
property each one percent of slaveholders would own a corresponding one percent of
the slaves and the result would be a straight line (Z) at 45 degrees. However, when
the actual percentages are plotted, the result is a curved line well above the straight
line of perfect equality. The general rule for visually intrepreting this Lorenz Curve is
that the bow of the curve becomes greater as concentration increases. In Figure One,
the curves for 1850 and 1860 are very similar indicating a fairly high and stable
degree of concentration of slave ownership in 1850 and 1860)2
The situation represented by the Lorenz Curves may also be reduced to a Gini
Index of Concentration tluough a formula that measures the area enclosed by the
curve and the diagonal line (Z) as a percentage of the total area above the diagonal. 13
As would be expected, the indices are almost identical - .496 in 1850 and a slightly
higher .519 in 1860. These indices are of little use here except to provide specific
measurement of the degree of concentration shown graphically in Figwe One, but
they should be of great value for Purpose of comparisons with distributions of slave
property in other areas, concentration in the holdings of other forms of productive
property and wealth, and so on. Lee Soltow, for example, in a study of economic
inequality in the antebellum United States calculated the Gini Index of slave property
concentration among all slaveholders in the South at .595 for 1850 and .603 for
1860)4 Thus concentration of slave property in Harrison County, which secms high,
does not match the level of concentration for the South as a whole in the 1850's,
Harrison- County was much like the rest of the salveholding United States, however, in
showing no basic -change in the degree of inequality among slaveholders in the decade
before the Civil War.
What does this statistical prome reveal about slavery in antebellum Harrison
County? In the lust place, the "Peculiar Institution" had a very broad base of support
there. Although by far the greatest number of slaveholders owned only a few slaves,
each, more than half of the County's families owned bondsmen. And slave ownership
was by no means limited to farmers; individuals in virtually all occupations owned
Negroes. Small holders and non-farmers may not have reaped large benefits from the
institution, but they nevertheless had a direct stake in slave society. Secondly, there
was little "economic democracy" among Harrison's slaveholders in that there was a
strong tendency during the 1850's toward more large slaveholdings and that
throughout the decade a high percentage of slave property was concentrated in the
hands of a relatively small number of wealthy men. It is quite probable, although the
proof is not the subject of this article, that this concentration of slave property was
one key to a whole society run essentially by large slaveholders,15
Many aspects of slavery in Harrison County remain to be studied. What, for
example, was the relationship of slave ownership to agricultural production? How did
slavery affect the economic development of the County? Answers to questions such ..
as these may put slavery in a different light, but nothing in this statistical profile
indicates that it was anything but a broad-based, thriving institution in Harrison
County during the 1850's.
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FIGURE 1. LORENZ CURVE
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NOTES

lStatistics on slaveholders and slaves were compiled from microfilmed
manuscript returns of the Seventh Census of the United States, 1850, Schedule 1
- Free Inhabitants and Schedule 2 - Slave Inhabitants and the Eighth Census of
the United States, 1860, Schedules 1 and 2. Hereinafter these manuscript returns
on microfilm will be cited as Seventh Census, 1850, and Eighth Census, 1860 with
appropriate schedule numbers.
2The slave population of Texas increased 214% between 1850 and 1860 From 58,161 to 182,566. The number of slaveholders increased 182% - from 7,747
to 21,878. See United States, Bureau of the Census, Statistical View of the United
States: A Compendium of the Seventh Census, 1850 (Washington, 1854).
82,308-319; United States~ Bureau of the Census, Eighth Censuli of the United
States, 1860 (Washington. 1864) Population., 484-486 and Agriculture, 247-248. In
most cases, these published figures differ slightly from those I have compiled from
the microfilm returns, but such discrepancies are to be expected when dealing with
large amounts of quantitative historical data.
3Figures on the approximate percentages of Harrison County families holding
slaves are drawn from Seventh Cen.sus, 1850, Schedules I and 2, and Eighth
Census, 1860, Schedules 1 and 2. There were 76,781 families and 21,878
slaveholders in Texas in 1860. Bureau of the Census, Eighth Census, 1860,
Population, 348-349; Agriculture, 247. Some families had more than one
slaveholder, but the use of these figures to determine an approximate percentage
should be acceptable. The fact that only 25% of all southern families held slaves is
widely accepted. For a recent critical comment on this SUbject see Otto H. Olsen,
"Historians and the Extent of Slave Ownership in the Southern United States,"
Civil War History, XVIII (June, ]972), 101-116.
4Marshall had a population of 1,189 in 1850 which made it one of the few
sizeable towns in the state. Galveston, with 4,177 people, was Texas' largest city
that year. Bureau of the Census, Statistical View of the U.S., 1850, 355, 367. For
evidence on the ultrasouthern views of the Texas Republican see Randolph
Campbell, "Texas and the Nashville Convention of 1850," Southwestern Historical
Quarterly, LXXVI (July, 1972), 4-5. See also Alvy 1. King, Louis T. Wigfall,
Southern Fireeater (Baton Rouge, 1970).
SThese tables were compiled from Seventh Census, 1850, Schedules 1 and 2
and Eighth Census, 1860, Schedules I and 2.
61n 1850. 92 (15.4%) of these slaveholding farmers could not be identified
with a farm in Seventh Census, 1850; Schedule 4 -* Agriculture. It is not possible
to determine their situation exactly, but it appears that they were renters or tenant
farmers. By 1860, the number of slaveholding farmers in this category had declined
to 33 (5.1%), Eighth Census, 1860, Schedule 4. For the purpose of this profile, it
was assumed that these slaveholders and their slaves were engaged in agriculture
although apparently they did not own land.
..

7Seventh Census, 1850, Schedules 1 and 2; Eighth Census, 1860, Schedules I
and 2.
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8Seven th Census, 1850. Schedule 2, The idea, that holders of twenty or more
slaves qualified as planters is found in Ulrich B. Phillips, Life and Labor in the Old
South (Boston, 1929), 481 and Kenneth Stampp, The Peculiar Institution: Slavery
in the Antebellum South (New York, 1956), 30. Lewis C. Gray, History of
Agriculture in the Southern United States to 1860 (Washington, D.C., 1933), 1,
481483, defInes the middle planter class as those holding ten to fifty slaves.
9Eighth Census. 1860, Schedule 2. The mean size slaveholdings in the South in
1860 was 10.3 bondsmen, so Harrison County holdings were on the average large
for the ~1.ave South. See Lee Soltow, "Economic Inequality in the United States in
the Period from 1790-1860," Journal of Economic History, XXXI (December,
1971), 824-825.

10Thi:> table is derived by subtracting the smaller from the larger percentage in
corresponding (1850 and 1860) cells of each row and then dividing the difference
by the 1850 percentage figure. The percentage change is positive if the 1860 figure
is greater than the 1850 figure~ negative if it is less than the figure for 1850.
11 For an explanation of the Lorenz Curve see M.O. Lorenz, "Methods of
Measuring the Concentration of Wealth," Publications of the American Statistical
Assocwtion, IX (June, 1905), 209-219.

12The bow of the curve would be much mOTC pronoum:ed, of· course, if the
graph represented the slavcholding situation for the entire population rather than
for slaveholders as a special class. Some historians and economists feel that the
degree of concentration of slave property for the population as a whole is a better
measure of the concentrated wealth than that presented by a study of slaveholders
only. See for example, Gavin Wright,
"<Economic Democracy' an4 the
Concentration of Agricultural Wealth in the Cotton South, 1850-1860," Agricultural
History, XLIV (January, 1970). 63·85.
UPor a concise explanation of the Gini Index see Charles M. Dollar and
Richard 1. Jensen, Historian's Guide to Statistics, Quantitatipe A nalysis and
Historical Research (New York, 1971), 123-125.

I4S oltow, "Economic Inequality in the U.S.,"
calculated the Gini Index of concentration of agricultural
of the South, but he based it on non-slaveholders as
arriving at much hi!!her indices of concen~ration. Wright,
and Concentration of Wealth," 79.

824-825. Gavin Wright
slavcholdings for all areas
well as slaveholders thus
.. 'Ecomonic Democracy'

15This suggestion brings up the middle class democracy thesis associated with
Frank L. Owsley, Plain Folk of the Old South (Baton Rouge, ] 949). OwsleY's
thesis has many critics. See the summary in Wright, .. 'Economic Democracy' and
Concentration of Wealth." It seems possible, however, that Owsley may have heen
no more incorrect :.Ibout economic democracy in the South than those who have
seen the rest of the United States as a land of equality during the antebellum
. . period. Concentration of \vealth and conditions of economic and social oligarchy
were probably the fact then as well as in more recent times. Sec for example,
Edward Pessen, "The Egalitarian Myth and the American Sodal Reality: Wealth,
Mobility and Equality in the 'Era of the Common Man'," American Historical
Review, LXXVI (October, 1971), 9R9-1031.
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BRIDE OF THE FOREST
by Ava Bush

Wllen one moves from an arid area to Fast Texas he is immediately impressed
by the trees, usually the pines, but sometimes by another less dominant species.
In 1912, T.J. Lewi.~ moved with his wife and several children from Runge,
located between San Antonio and Goliad in Karnes County, to Elkhart. Mr. Lewis
had originally come to Texas from Alabama. He was inspired by the abundance of
dogwood to compose a clever riddle devised for the enjoyment of his children. To
the knowledge of the writer it has never been pUblished.
One winter evening, after the stock had been fed and the family sat around
the fire for the usual Bible reading and storytelling, MT. Lewis surprised his children
with this rh~lming riddle which he composed:
One dogwood (would) bark,
One dogwood knot (not),
They both lay snug
In the corner of the lot.
A man went to see
And they both were dead;
fhey had no tail,
And they had no head.
~'hat a mYsterious message Mr. Lewis had conjured from his observation of
the native tree which grew everwhcre in Anderson Country-- so plentiful that it was
felled occasionally for firewood, though the primary household use at that time
employed the small sturdy branches. They were bound together into a Yard broom,
familiarly referred to as a "Bresh (brush) broom," used to sweep clean the grassless
area surrounding the dwelling. Of <Ill the available shrUbs, it proved most efficient
(due to its nature of growth) and was long lasting.
The forest came up to the back door for many in East Texas during the early
nineteen hundreds, and like Mr. Lewis, many a man looked into the time-worn face
uf a good wife and, against a background of spring dogwoud blossoms, saw her
again as his bonny young bride.
Although the dogwood uf this 10ealiW (Comus florida) is but one of about
forty species in the temperate regions of the northern hemisphere, it is the shc)\\icst
member of the genus. It is found from Massachusetts to Florida, and ranges from
Ontario to Ea);tern and Southern Mexico. The common name is derived from the
former use, in England, of a decoction of the bark of a European species, the
blood-tWig (Comus sanquinea), to wash mangy dogs.
The f1owcrin~ dogwood is known by many other mImes: dog tree, false box,
Florida cornel, Indian arrowwood, boxwood, bitter redberry, cornel, ami various
Indian names. Mon-ha-can~ni-min-schi nnd Hat-ta-wa-no-min-schc are recorded, as
wcU as. the shorter terID has·ki·la used by the Alabamas and do used by the
Koasati.
About the middle of March the Dogwood blossolTls. Each unit is a cluster of
small greenish flowers surrounded by four lar~e white floral bract); which are
lcaflike structures with the appearance of petals. These conspidous bracts arc :JbuUl_

A pa Bush, who lil'es at Grapeland and Nacogdoches, presented this paper ill a
sliRht!.v different !onn at the Spring, 1972 meetinx of the Association, held ill
Commerce, Texas.
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two and a half inches acros!! .. They aJe especially prominent because they appear
before the leaves. Only occasionally are they pink; however, plant breeders have
developed a deep rose or ted dogwood that has proved extremely popular as an
ornamental plant.
The true flowers develop into small, single stones having two parts. The
cherry-like fruit, or drupes, color in September. These bright so-called berries, which
are from one-fourth to one-half inch long, combine with the matching autumn
foliage to add tremendous red beauty to the landscape. The leaves are simple,
opposite the flowers, dark green above and whitish beneath.
Because legends lie in safe territory that can never be touched by scientific
investigation they seem to be legion. The legend of the dogwood is well known and

has become paxt of the folk-lore of East Texas. Imaginative minds have woven the
story of the crucifixion into the physicaJ structure of many plants. The dogwood
shows a brownish, scarred appearance at the outer edge of its notched bracts which
are arranged at right angles to each other, forming a cross. Since this plant is
classed as a shrub or small tree, usually only ten to fifteen feet high, legend has it
that it was once a large tree, used as timbers from which Christ's cross was
constructed., Afterward, its growth diminished so that it could never be forced into
such service again. Its dwarfed size still tells the story, as well as the nail-scarred
signs on the snow white flower crosses.
Few realize the significance of our native plants in local culture. Almost every
growing herb and tree has been investigated for its ability to satisfy physiological
and psychological needs. Only natural drugs were available until relatively recent
times. Of their valuable uses known today, almost all were tested, established, and
passed on to us by native American Indians.
Medicinal use of the dogwood by the Indians was widespread. The Alabamas,
whose descendents still reside on the reservation ncar Livingston, Texas, drank a
preparation made by boiling the inner bark in water as a treatment for dysentery.
They also made a strong tea by boiling the leaves. A quart b"ottle full of this was
poured down a horse's nostrils to relieve colic.
East Texans, as well as early explorers in the United States, used a decoction
prepared of the dry bark in place of Quinine in the treatment of intermittent
fevers. The bark of all parts was reputed to contain the same substance as is found
in cinchona, but in different proportions. The principle is extractable with either
water or alcohol. A simple infusion was often made with a teaspoonful of dried
bark, or dried root bark, to a cup of boiling water. Dosage consisted of half a
cupful, hot or cold, taken upon rising. It was known that the curative alkaloid was
less effective than quinine and that it did not exist in appreciable quantities;
however, it was thought that fevers could sometimes be warded off by merely
chewing the twigs. Dogwood bark was the most common quinine substitute used
during the Civil War. The bark of cherry and willow trees was also used in the
same manner of the dogwood, yet sometimes the bark of all three was boiled
together. The extract was usually combined with whisky, when it was available.
Besides serving as a febrifuge, other pioneer medicines included the use of thc
bark infusion for sore mouth and as a poultice in external inflammatiuns. Both of
these treatments were based on tissue shrinkage due to the bark's astringent

:Jt. qUali~:S'a

dentifrice, the powered bark was used to whiten the teeth. Some used
the fresh peeled twigs for the same purpose. The Indians thought the sap of the
twigs had the additional merit of preserving the gums.
In 1836. the bitter principle was separated from dogwood, and termed "cornin
(or comic acid)." In 1928, this substance was obtained in the pure state and its
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glycosidal nature established. FinallY, in 1936, betulic acid was found in the bark
of Comus [lorida.
Although the dried bark rated as a bitter tonic, astringent, febrifuge, and
antiperiodic, it was discarded from the U.S. Pharmacoposia over seventy-five years
ago because its curative ingredient was judged to be only "a feeble, astringent

bitter...
According to the well-known hortaculturist Liberty Hyde Bailey, the bark of
the roots yields a scarlet dye, and when mixed with sulfate of iron, makes a good
black ink.
The value of the wood is not debatable. It is very hard and heavy, with a fine
lustrous, close grain. Only the wear-resistant sapwood is used for shuttles for cotton
mills, for bobbins, tool handles, golf club heads, wedges. cogs, mauls, and engravers
blocks. Dogwood is listed among the native wood that was used for carving during
the Civil War. Furthermore, its grain and color make it ideal for ornamental cabinet
work.
Poverty often turned the bride of the field or forest into a sober matron who
was not the seeker of pleasures but, as always, the children came in for
entertainment no matter how frugal the times. They found that the dogwood
berries, which could be gathered as they trudged through the woods to school,
were the right size and perfect ammunition for popguns designed from
"switchcane" bamboo.
Because of its multiple uses, it is remarkable that the dogwood is still with us.
True, it is protected by law from the roadside admiress who would break its
flowering branches, unaware that its beauty is short-lived due to quick wilting.
Also, many arc disappointed to fmd that fragrance plays little part in its allure.
Garden Gubs keep it on the list of plants for conservation and protect it by
prohibiting its use in arrangements for flower show awards.
The dogwood is honored in several annual celebrations
connected
with nature trails, and historical pageants.
The Tyler County Dogwood
Festival had its birth in 1938 when citizens met in the interest of constructing
present U.S. Highway 190. At that time the dogwoods were in bloom and it was
felt that other people should be given an opportunity to enjoy their beauty in
springtime. Their fust festival was presented on April 6, 1940, under the auspicies
of the Tyler County Chamber of Commerce and has continued annually since that
time, with the fixed beginning date as the last Saturday in March. The historical
pageant and quecn's coronation is usually held on the fust Saturday in April, at
the amphitheatre in Woodville. In 1970 over thirty-five hundred people were in
attendance. A parade presenting duchesses from forty surrounding towns, as well as
colorful dances in the evening, highlight the occasion.
Palestine and Anderson County celebrate an annual "Dogwood Trail and Spring
Tour" in late March or early April. The Texas Dogwood Trails Association, founded
in 1938, helps to promote the planting program in Davey Dogwood Park. Historic
homes and Old Pilgrim Church, (near Elkhart) may be toured at this time.
Despite continued interest in these local festivities, the pity of the fact is that
not enough is being done to insure the survival of our native dogwood.
"The white flowers are the source of the dogwood's popularity, yet the real
value of the species lies in its fruit and its high calcium content," says Dan Lay.
wildlife biologist for Texas Parks and Wildlife Department. Mr. Lay resides in ~
Nacogdoches and is active in projects. of the surrounding area. He goes on to say,
"the dominant pine contribute acid to the forest soil and dogwood serves as a
sweetner. Dogwood is the best source of calcium on the generally acid soils of
eastern Texas. It contains five to ten times more than other plants growing on the
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same site. Its calcium cantent may exceed two percent...water percolation.. jg much
more rapid under a dogwood than under a pine. Soil fertility, condition, organic
matter, and 'water-holding capadty are enhanced by the dogwood."
"Deer browse the leaves and twigs and even consume the fallen, dried leaves.
They eat the fruit from September to FebruarY.·Turkeys eat the fresh fruits and
scratch old stones out of leaf litter the year round. Squirrels eat the seed's gem in
August (before it ripens)," says Mr. lay, "and a variety of birds relish the fruit:'
Where forestry is presently practiced with an eye toward maximum utilltation
for wood pulp purposes, many dogwoods are being destroyed. Burning, used in pine
culture. is destructive to dogwood. Herbiddes also claim their toll.
In the words of the song-"when spring .is bu'stin' out all over" the flowering
dogwood stands like a bride in shimmering white lace among the stately pines. But
if our ancient Red Man should return, he would weep over the rape and slaughter
of her humanoid trunks. In times past, they were arrayed in majesty that matched
the fairness of his maidens and undergirded with strength of his warrior braves.
How would he now know the time for planting maize (com) without its flowering
as an indicator that all danger of frost had passed? How would his children bleach
their teeth without an abundance of the twigs, or keep the gums healthy without
application of the sap within? What would serve so well to cool his burning brow?
The Indian Chief. wise to the ways of pature, would surely cry out for his
beloved dogwood. She is "the bride of the forest" .and everybody's favorite among
the dwindling forest trees of East Texas. If he followed the trail of fire or the song
of the saw, he might turn out an epilogue that goes something like this:
The bark is gone
From the dogwood knot.
The pine grows tall
Where the blase is hot.
Wildlife starves
And a share is dead;
Man has no heart
With his brilliant head.
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"CONFEDERATE DIPLOMACY AND THE TEXASMEXICAN BORDER, 1861-1865"
by Thomas Schoonover

*-

Historians of Mexico in the 1860's and students of the relations of Mexico
with its Union and Confederate neighbors have noted and discussed the mutual
frontier problems during the Civil War years. These problems consisted of Indian
raids, bandit activity, disagreements over trade and commercial rights, occasional
military confrontations, and political differences arising from the sympathy which
Mexican Uberal officials had shown to the Union cause)
Writers on Confederate Texas have not been as broad and inclusive in their
treatment of their state. They have all too often discussed the Texas-Mexican
border during the Civil WaI years in a very cursory manner, usually briefly
mentioning trade, and occasionally adding to this some notation about Yankee
intrusions, or the Mexican bandit Cortina, or some other problem. 2
However, it is not the purpose of this essay to call the historians of
Confederate Texas to task. What they have neglected to investigate and write about
has, after all, been investigated and written about by others. The objective of this
essay is to call attention to a story of border activity which had remained untold
until now. Since an open, friendly border was vital to the Confederacy because of
the Union blockade, several Confederate attempts were made to arrive at ''treaty''
arrangements with the Mexican authorities. Thc Mexicans, for their part, wanted
friendly border relations to permit an active trade from which they derived
considerable customs duties. It is obvious that the Confederacy never received
recognition and henee never completed any treaties recognized in international law.
Yet, the activity on the Texas-Mexican border produced the need for some
agreements to regulate various problems which at times threatened to disrupt
Confederate-Mexican relations. In attempting to solve their mu tual border problems,
Confederate and Mexican officials twice came close to perfecting treaties, which
would have implied mutual recognition.
Thus, to prevent the border turmoil from producing a rupture of relations
across the border, on February 25, 1863, Albino Lopez.> civil and military
commandant of the State of Tamaulipas, and Brigadier General Hamilton H. Bee,
Confederate commander of the Western Sub-District of Texas, signed an agreement,
containing four public articles and one secret article, to regulate certain problems of
mutual concern. Bee initiated the negotiation by noting that he was «specially
charged by my Government 'Nith the maintenance of friendly relations with the
Republic of Mexico." Mter mentioning a series of problems of "the gravest
consideration," which involved "the peace and dignity of my Government," - the
problems were use of Mexican soil as a secure base for bandit operations and
unneutral acts against Confederate Texas - - Bee inquired if Mexico intended "to
permit a continuance of these things, or whether, in full view of her duties as a
neutral, she will at once take measures as, while indemnifying us for the past, will
prevent repetition. "3
Lopez agreed with Bee that certain border problems led to violaUons at
neutrality and that therefore steps should be taken to preserve Mexico's neutrality.
Other than assurances of mutual concern and friendship Lopez offered no comfort

Thonltls Schoonover is tlssocia.ted with the Department of History of the University
of Southwestern Louisiana, Lafayette, Louisiarw. The author wishes to thank hi.~
wife, Ebba, for sening as research assistant, critical reader, and typist on this
project
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to Bee. However, Bee was prepared to seize the initiative. In answering Lopez'
letter, Bee enclosed "the basis of a convention, which I have no doubt will receive
yow favorable attention, as they have been suggested by the deep conviction I feel
concerning the benefits which would ensue to the frontiers of both nations if they
are adopted, and if, when adopted, they are carried out in a spirit of good faith
and fraternity." Bee proposed five articles. The last two dealt with the specific
problem of a bandit chief named Octaviano Zapata. In the Hrst three, dealing with
major border problems, Bee suggested that both sides cooperate in controlling
"malefactors, Indians, etc.", on the fronticr. Each side would patrol and protect its
own territory, while exchanging information and cooperating by means of
simultaneous pursuit of bandits on both sides of the Rio Grande. In rare cases,
troops of either nation would be permitted to cross the river while in hot pursuit
of bandits with the proviso that immediate notification of such crossing would be
given the other nation's authorities. 4
Replying on February 22, 1863, Lopez had no objection to the draft
convention. He believed the two countries "founding their relations on their mutual
interests" should "extend to each other the good offices due contiguous countries:'
He could only agree to «acts of mutual deference under the character of good
offices," since the Mexican constitution forbade the states from making treaties
with foreign nations. Lopez then proceeded to suggest some "light modification" in
order to better establish the principle of reciprocity of obligations. He also felt
article four reflected upon the "decorum and good name" of the Republic of
Mexico and' should therefore be withdrawn. It was.S
On Febroary 23, 1863, Lopez and Bee met privately to discuss the convention
during which meeting they apparently discussed the desirability of an extradition
agreement. Later on the same day, Lopez informed Bee by letter that he had no
objection to such an agreement so long as the principle of reciprocity was observed.
Lopez warned, however, that such an agreement could not include extradition of
alleged criminals "who may have been in a state of slavery." Since this was
contrarY to the Mexican constitution, Lopez then submitted a draft of articles as
he believed they should read. 6
The four articles finally agreed upon on February 25, 1863 were articles 1, 2,
3, and 5 of Bee's original draft, revised to better express the reciprocal nature of
the obligation. In addition, a secret articlc, agreeing to extradition was concluded
on the same day.
In essence, the articles of the final agreement read as follows:
Articles of an agreement concluded between the civil and military
commandant of the State of Tamaulipas, Don Albino Lopez, and
Hamilton P. Bee, brigadier-general, Confederate States Army,
commanding the Western Sub~District of Texas.
Article 1. The Mexican and Confedcrate forces will extend mutual
aid in pursuing persons who may attempt to pass from one bank
of the Rio Bravo to the other, for the purpose of committing
depredations,...
Article 2. Persons crossing from the Mexican territory to the
State of Texas or from the State of Texas to the Mexican
territory shall take with them Pas"ports; signed by the civil or
military authorities of the respective frontiers, to be given free of
charge. Those who are found without such documents, if
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unknown, shall be held as suspicious, and consequently detained
until they prove who and what they are;. •.
Article 3. Any stock taken from either side of the river to the
other shall be accompanied by a Dermit from the civil or military
authorities, which shall state the name of the conductor or
owner, the mark of brand, and the number of head; and

the

stock

which

shall

be

crossed into Texas or

Mexico

without this requisite shall be detained until it is ascertained
whence obtained••••
Article 4. [Dealt with mutual efforts to return specific stolen
property.]
An additional and secret article of the· agreement concluded
between the ciVil and military commandant of the State of
Tamaulipas, Don Albino Lopez, and Hamilton P. Bee,
brigadier-general, Confederate Army, commanding the Western
Sub-District of Texas.
Any person who may commit the offense of murder, aISon,
embezzlement, robbery, cattle or horse stealing, or larceny of
chattels or personal property of the value of $20 or more in
either of the two States, and who shall escape to the other, shall
be delivered over to the authorities of the place where the
offense was committed when the commission of the same shall be
proved in such a manner that, according to the laws of the State
where the fugitive and accused person may be found, he would
be lawfully arrested and tried if he had committed the.. crime in
that State.?
The next day, Bee forwarded to Lopez a copy of this agreement ufor the
pacification of the fronticr" noting that it would be in effect from the exchange of
signatures. Precisely when Lopez forwarded a signed copy of the agreement is not
known, but by early March the agreement was in effect. 8
Although the Bee-Lopez agreement was not a binding international treaty, it
could easily have been converted into one, Throughout the unofficial negotiations,
Juan Quintero, official Confederate diplomatic agent in Northern Mexico, acted as
observer and advisor at the request of both Bee and Lopez. Naturally, Quintero
kept the Confederate State Department advised of the proceeding. 9 That Bee
wanted the experienced Confederate diplomat Quintero to assist him is easy to
understand. But, why did Lopez personally request Quintero's presence? It seems
that they had formed a friendly relationship soon after Lopez was named Governor
of Tamaulipas, in any event Quintero reports so indicate) 0 The Confederate State
Department followed the unofficial border diplomacy with considerable interest,
but, at the same time, it clearly took the position that the Bee-Lopez agreement
.was not a treaty. After the agreement was signed, it still cautioned Quintero to
avoid demanding extradition, since UBy the law of nations we have no right, in the
absence of treaty stipulations, to demand the extradition," I I
Late in the following year, 1864, the arrival of French and Mexican Imperial
forces under the command of General Tomas Mejia, and their occupation of
Matamoros, nullified the Bee-Lopez agreement. Yet at this time more than any
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earlier time, the fronticr was hriven to disorder and crime because the Liberal
government's authority in Tamaulipas had been declining for over a year, and on
the other side, Confederate authority was likewise weakening as the Civil War
dragged on and appeared to be a losing cuase. Neither the Empire nor the
Confederacy benefited from the criminal disorder which acted as a restriction to
trade and tax revenues. Futhermore, the Confederate and Imperial leaders on the
border shared political sympathy, since all were aware that their governments
mutually sought recognition.
On December 19, 1864, therefore, James E. Slaughter, Confederate commander
of the West Sub~District of Texas replacing Bee, and General Tomas Mejia of the
Imperial Mexican Army signed an extradition agreement of sevcn articles, which
followed the provision of the 1862 extradition treaty between the Republic of
Mexico and the United States quite closely. The essential elements of this treaty
were:
Having exclusively in view the prompt administration of justice,
the generals commanding the lines of both frontiers have agreed,
in order to obviate the crimes committed within their respective
territories and jurisdictions, mutually to deliver over persons
accused of crimcs under certain circumstances, and which arc
enumerated in the following articles:
Article I. They agree that when a [proper] requisition is
made•..they will mutuaUy deliver over persons accused of the
crimes enumera ted in the following articles,•.•
Article II. They will be delivered in pursuance of the foregoing
article on proper application being made for the persons accused
as principals, auxiliaries, or accomplices of any of the folloYling
crimes, viz: Homicide, voluntary, including assassinations,
parricide, infanticide, and poisoning; assault, mth intent to
commit murder; mutilation; incendiarism; rape; kidnaping, defined
as arresting and carrying off, either by force or under false
pretenses, a free person; counterfeiting,•..thc introduction of or
fabrication of instruments for making counterfeit money; the
appropriation or peculation of public funds, or the appropriation
of the same, mth the pretext of a revolution in the frontier
States;
theft,
robbery,...housebreaking,...cattle
stcaling and
larceny; the taking of effects or movable goods of whatever
value.
Article III. All expenses of detention and extradition which arise
from carryin~ into effect the preceding arrangements will be
allowed and paid by the authority of the territory in whose name
the requisition has been made.
Article IV. The articles of thc present confidential arrangement
\Vill be by no means applicable to ,--Times of purely a political

nature; neither will it comprehend the rcturn of fugitive slaves•...
Article V. Nonc of the parties are obligated, under the present
arran~ement, to deliver over their own citizens.
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Article VI. Notwithstanding the conveniences which to the
parties arise from the execution of the present arrangements and
the probability the parties making them have that in due time
they will be formally accepted by their respective Governments,
elevating them to solemn treaties, the present, therefore, has no
official character, but made purely in confidence between the
undersigned commanders, notwithstanding they, in compliance
with their duty, privately and reservedly participate, to their
G<lvernment what they have done in this matter, and reciprocally
on both sides of the Rio Grande they oblige themselves to
execute and comply with it from this date, and continue the
same until expressly advised that their acts in the premises are
disapproved by their respective Government•.•)2
E. Dorsey Etchison, United States consul at Matamoros, apparently heard a
rumor about the Mejia-Slaughter convention, because about early January, 1865, he
inquired of Mejia if some sort of agreement existed between the Imperial
government and the Confederates to return deserters from the Confederate army.
Mejia denied the allegation at the same time he rejected receiving such a note.l 3
Although not technically treaties, both sets of articles had the effect of
international agreements since they were enforced equally upon all citizens of both
nations. The Confederacy, the Republic of Mexico, and the Mexican Empire all had
important matters to consider in regard to border conditions. While the Mexican
Republic controlled northern Mexico, the Confederates were interested in developing
the maximum of trade as a means of easing the economic squeeze of the Union
blockade. This was of much greater concern to them than recognition or sentiments
of ideological and political sympathy, although such sentiments would have been
welcome. In part the Confederate attitude was conditioned by the fact that the
Mexican ofticials, who were loyal to the Liberal government, and the Mexican
government, only sought the vastly increased revenue which resulted from the trade
with the Confederacy. The Liberals showed no desire to develop a stronger
friendship with the Confederates than their muta! commercial interests demanded.
When the Prench and Imperial forces reached the frontier. the attitude and
expectations of both Mexican and Confederate offh.1.als changed. They contemplated
not only a- continuation of the commercial relations which benefited both sides, but
in the Mejia-Slaughter agreement tlley expressed the "probability ... that in due
time [these articles] will be formally accepted by their respective Governments,
elevating them to solemn treaties•..:'14 The Mejia-Slaughter extradition agreement
might well have become the basis for a political and commerical understanding
between the Confederates and Imperial Mexico, had not the Confederacy collapsed
only a few months later.
The Bee-Lopez and Slaughter-Mejia agreements are significant actions not only
because they indicate the great seriousness with which both Confederate and
Mexiean officials treated border problems, but also because they are two instances
when the Confederate government came quite close to obtaining recognition via a
back door. Since diplomatic recognition means conceding the win and capability of
another political entity to act responsibly, a nation would not enter into a bi-Iateral
contractual relationship with another political entity which it feels is unwilling and
unable to fulfill its responsibilities. Both agreements represent serious fust steps
toward an implicit recognition. But such actions cannot be surprising when it is
recalled that the commercial activity along the border area was of great interest to
all parties concerned-Union, Confederate, Juarez, supporters, or Imperialists.
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lSee for example Frank Owsley, King Cotton Diplomacy (Chicago, 1931),
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3Bee to Lopez, Fort Brown, Texas, February 3, 1863, War of the Rebellion:
Official Records of the Union and Confederate Annies (128 vols., Washington
1880-1901), XV, 966-967 hereinafte" O.H..
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Bee, C.S. A I Treaty of Extradition. •.., Records of the Confederate States of
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8Bee to Lopez, Fort Brown, February 26, and March 1, 1863, and Lopez to
Bee, Matamoros, February 28, 1863, O.K. XV, 998, 1006-1007.
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MARGIE E._NEAL:

FIRST WOMAN SENATOR IN TEXAS
by Walter L. Harris

When Senator Margie E. Neal first invaded the masculine sanctity of the Texas
Senate in January, 1927, she had already amAssed a series of honors and "fIrsts" in
public life which would have been sufficient to secure for her a place of
prominence in the history of East Texas.
Born near Gayton in Panola County in 1875, she was the daughter of
William Lafayette Neal and Martha Ann Gholston Neal both of whom came to
Texas from Georgia. The desire of her paJ;cnts to provide their children with good
educational opportunities prompted a move from the country home near Clayton to
the county seat town of Carthage in 1884. 1
Miss Neal's first contact with high political officials came about 1885 or 1886
when Governor John Ireland came to Carthage for a speaking engagement. She
recalled many years later that the impression made on her young mind by the
appearance of a governor was profound)
In the fall of 1891 she enrolled in the Panola County Male and Female
College in Carthage, the first high school established in Panola County. Within a
year she received a scholarship to Sam Houston Normal Institute at Huntsville. In
the spring of 1893 she earned a first grade certificate and by fall she began her
teaching career in the Mount Zion community in Eastern Panola County.3 During
the academic year 1894-1895 Miss Neal returned to Sam Houston and although she
had intended to complete the requirements for graduation circumstances were such
that she never returned to school after 1895.
For several years she taught in various school systems including romey,
Scottsville in Harrison County, Marlin, and Fort Worth. While in Marlin Miss Neal
became acquainted with a young Falls County attorney named Tom Connally.4
In 1904 Margie was forced to return to Carthage because of the failing health
of her mother. The return to Carth~ge was related in part to the opportunity to
purchase a weekly newspaper,. The Texas Mule:, which Miss Neal published for eight
and one-half years.5 She did, however, change the name of the paper to The East
Texas Register which she considered to be more appropriate to her personality. She
thus became one of the first women newspaper publishers in the state and won
wide acclaim for her progressive approach to community, state, and national
problems. She was a progressive editor in a progressive era and was highly
successful in the newspaper business.
In 1912 the condition of her mothcr had deteriorated so much that she was
forced to retire from publishing and to devote most of her time to the care of her
mother.? As a private citizen she continucd to experience a deep desire to serve
her community and to promote civic betterment. By 1916, Miss Neal had become
onee more active in community and regional affairs. 8 The valuable part women
played in war work, combined with their influence on a special ~ess:ion of the
legislature in 1918, gained for them the right to vote in Texas primary elections.
~fiss Neal was secretary of the Panola. County Equal Suffrage Association and, not
surprisingly, became the rust woman to register as a voter in Panola County.9 In
the same year she was to become the fust woman member of the State Democratic
Executive Committee) 0 In 1920 Miss Neal was a delegate to the Democratic
National Convention which met in San Francisco.
1,;
Her activities were curtailed briefly in 1920 by the death of her mother but
by the spring of 1921 she had become involved in a task which for the next six
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years was to occupy a major part of her time. 12 Governor Pat Neff appointed her
as the first woman member of the State Normal School Board of Regents - and
once again Margie E. Neal was in close contact with Texas education. She could
have hardly been more happy. During the 1920's she remained active in Democratic
Party affairs, but her major energies were concentrated in the area of education. As
a member of the Board of Regents she was instrumental in the selection of
Nacogdoches as the site for a new college and in the selection of A.W. Birdwell of
San Marcos as president of Stephen F. Austin State Normal College)3 It was
largely her work as a regent that prompted her decision to run for the Senate. She
came to the conclusion that she might do more for education with a vote on the
floor of the House or Senate than as a regent sitting in the gallery. In March, 1926
she announced as a candidate for the Tcxas Senate from the second senatorial
district. 14
Her platform espoused four major goals: firs~, there was the need for better
schools - especially rural schools - which was to be met through an increased per
capita apportionment for scholastics; second, there was a pressing demand for an
improved system of highways which she proposed to meet through a new gasoline
tax; the third goal which was never explained precisely involved the encouragement
and aiding of farmers, labor, and capital in Texas; finally there was a demand for
fewer and better laws and for improved law enforcement. I5
The campaign was clean, strenuous, and rewarding. Her only opponent was
Gary B. Sanford of Shelby County, and Miss Neal carried four of the five counties
in the district trailing her opponent only in his home county.l6
An acquaintance and friend of Miss Neal during her days as a senator, Mrs.
Oveta Culp Hobby, described her in a 1952 tribute as follows:
In the Senate Miss Margie was a unique figure: First, simply
because she was a woman; and second, because she was so unlike
those driving, militant, admirable women - but not always
enchanting women - that we were left to expect aftcr the
suffragettes had made their march in the United States. Miss
Mar~>i.e felt as frce to be feminine as a Senator as she had as a
private citizen of Carthage. 17
In the Fortieth Legislature she served as chairman of the Committee on Privileges
and Elections and of the Committee on Rules, but her greatest joy and most
outstanding service probably carne through her role on the Senate committee on
Educational Affairs) 8 She worked diligently, though not always successfully, for
higher standards in teacher certification.
Senator Neal was generally sympathetic with the legislative program of
Governor Dan Moody ~nd she certainly shared his sincere aspirations for reform
and good government. She was particularly interested in the matter of prison
reform and was a member of a legislative inspection party which visited several
prison farms in South Texas in February, 1927.1 9
It Was legislation regarding education, however, which made Miss Neal most
conspicuous during the Fortieth Legislature. She Was conversant both with the
problems of public schools and higher educational institutions, having had some
experience with each. Her legislative contributions to the field of education fell
largely into three major categories: matters relating to educational standards,
matters relating to efficient educational administration, and matters relating to
curriculum content.
Shortl}' after the session opened Senator Neal introduced the measure which
first cast upon her the spotlight of statewide publicity.20 Her years in the
classroom. her experience as an editor and as a private citizen of Carthage, together
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with her close contact with teacher training institutions during the 1920's had made
Miss ·Neal an ardent champion of high standards for Texas education. In the
Thirty-ninth Legislature Senator I.D. Fairchild, of Lufkin, introduced and secured
the passage of a teacher certification bill which in part provided that,
• . . Any person who for six years or more has been the
holder of a State Hrst grade certificate or its equivalent and who
can furnish evidence of successful experience in teaching in the
public schools fm six or more sessions subsequent to September
I, 1910, shall be entitled to receive a State permanent ftrst grade
certificate. 21
To Margie Neal such a proVIsion was abominable, and a severe setback for
quality education in Texas. Her first major bill as a senator, therefore, was directed
toward the repeal of the above-quoted section of the Fairchild law. The bill was
reported favorably from the Committee on Educational Affairs, and by early
February it was before the Senate for consideration. On second reading Senator
Thomas B. Love, of Dallas, offered and secured an amendment designed to entitle
any individual to a certificate provided he had taught ". . . six or more successive
years immediately preceding the issuance thereof .• :>22 Thus Senator Neal's bill,
after being subjected to the Love amendment, was virtually no different from the
Fairchild law which it was designed to repeal. The lady senator was extremely
disturbed, and because of her displeasure she voted against her bill on its fmal
passage.
The next day various newspapers told in a humorous vein of how Margie Neal
had become so ovcrwhehned by parliamentary complexities that she had voted
against her own bill)3 Her reaction to the handling of this incident by the press
Was one of complete amazement. It Was quite correct that she had voted against
her own bill, but her vote was in no way elicited by parliamentary complexities.
After reading the newspapers Senator Neal rose to a point of personal privilege and
explained that she had voted against the amended bill because the amendment
mutilated her bill so thoroughly that she no longer considered it her own. She
acknowledged a certain unfamiliarity with parliamentary technicalities, and requefited
the continued patience and forbearance of her colleagues. She stated emphatically,
however, that she desired no quarter from the gentlemen merely because she was a
woman. The manner in which she spoke drew the spontaneous applause of fellow
senators, and possibly went far toward making her acceptance by the Senate a
reality)4
The teacher certification bill was lost, but complete victory could have hardly
been more glorious for the sponsor. Margie Neal had so conducted herself that she
achieved triumph in defeat and had demonstrated unmistakably that she was the
friend of high standards in Texas education. Throughout the coming months she
gave to the cause of educational progress her most vigorous support.
Her experience as a regent of the State Teachers Colleges had convinced her
that, generally, the best interests of thc state were not served when boards of
regents came from the immediate localities of the institutions they governed. She
attempted to incorporate a provision reflecting this thinking into a bill increasing
the number of regents for the College of Industrial Arts, but the Senate was hostile :.;
to the provision probably because such an amendment, if effected, would have
opened the door to an eventual eXclusion of local regents for such schools as Texas
Agricultural and Mechanical College and The Univcrsity of Texas· a situation the
wisdom of which few senators were willing to conccde. 25
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This same regent bill occasioned a revelation which gave striking emphasis to
Margie E. Neal's views toward the role which women should play in government. It
was held by some that since the College of Industrial Arts was a women's
institution, a majority of its regent.. should be women. To such a view Senator
Neal could not subscribe. She was not one to seek preferential treatment either for
herself or for her sex and she expressed emphatic oppo!>ition to the proposal. "Miss
Neal," the~Dallas News wrote editorially. feels that "real equality is bettcr served by
letting fitness for the place have as large an inOuence in the choice of Regents as is
pOssible."26
Another evidence of Miss Neal's concern for education was given by her
perseverence in behalf of a bill making physical training a required part of the
curriculum of Texas public schools. The measure provoked stubborn opposition
from a group of legislators led by Senator Thomas G. PoUard. of Tyler, but
Senator Neal was able, f"mally. to secure its passage by the Senate.27
One of the most creditable accomplishments of the Fortieth Legislature came
in the special session of June, 1927, with the appropriation of $1.600,000 for each
of the next two scholastic years,
•.• for the purpose of promoting the public school interests of
rural schools and equalizing the educational opportunities afforded
by the state to all children of scholastic age living in small and
Imancially weak ·school districts .. .1&
This was the largest rural aid appropriation in the history of Texas; and the
increase, for which Senator Neal worked diligently, gave a needed boost to the
quality of Texas rural education.2 9
The work of the Fortieth Legislature was completed by early in the summer
of 1927. whereupon Miss Neal returned to Carthage to remain there during the
legislative interim. She was much in demand as a public speaker,3D but a
substantial part of her time was spent in consulting with her constituents, in
planning legislative proposals. and in mapping strategy for future sessions. 31
Senator Neal was an alternate delegate--aHarge to the Democratic National
Convention of 1928 which met in Houston. Miss Neal, like many Texans, was
active in her opposition to the nomination of Governor Alfred E. Smith, but unlike
most of the Texas electorate she did support his candidacy for the Presidency once
he became the party's nominee)2
The regular session of the FortY-lust Legislature opened on January 8, 1929
and Governor Moody presented to the legislature a comprehensive legislative
program far broader in scope than his original proposals of 1927. In the Forty~fnst
Legislature Miss Neal became Chairman of the Committee on Educational Affairs and
was thus placed in a strategic position for service of educational interests. Soon
after the regular session began, however. Senator Neal became ill and was forced to
return to Carthage where she remained tluoughout the session.3 3
Fortunately, however, the best work of the Forty-fust Legislature was done in
five special ses.'iions • all of which Senator Neal attended. In these sessions she
continued to evidence a major interest in educational affairs.
The Texas electorate in November, 1928, had adopted a constitutional
. . amendment to provide for a State Board of Education which was to have general
supervisory responsibilities over the Texas public school system. Many of the details
concerning organization of the Board were left to legislative discretion and it was
the hope of the governor that the legislature would promptly vitalizc the
amendment. The regular session was perhaps negligent in this respect and Senator
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Neal was determined that the fust called session of the legislature should
compensate for this negligence. 34
After efforts to fight off many crippling amendments the measure fmally
became law and it stood as one of the really outstanding monuments to Margie E.
Nears legislative career. The law provided for a board of nine members and was
widely proclaimed as the most progressive step in the history of Texas education.3 5
The law remained in effect until the enactment of the far-reaching Gilmer-Aikin
reforms of 1949. Board members were appointed by the governor for terms of six
years. Among the duties of the state board were supervision of the apportionment
of state school funds to local districts, appointment of the State Textbook
Committee, investment responsibilities for the permanent school fund, and
prescription of standards for the certification of teachers. 36
One educational measure which Senator Neal championed concerned the
teaching of the statc and federal constitutions in the public schools of Texas. The
law as :fmally passed provided that each high school and each college supported by
public funds must offer courses in the constitutions of the United States and of
Texas, and that such courses must be required for graduation)?
Another worthy aspect of Miss Neal's tenure as a senator concerned her
interest in rehabilitation of Texas cripples. In the first called session of the
Forty·first Legislature she introduced and guided to victory a measure accepting the
benefits of a federal law designed to promote vocational rehabilitation of
cripplcs,38
Although Senator Neal worked earnestly for the governor's program in the
Moody administration, her support was not given blindly. It resulted largely from
her agreement with the wisdom of Moody's basic proposals. She stood for the
independence of the legislator and her relations with Moody's successor prove
conclusively her aversion to unquestioning obedience to gubernatorial leadership.
In February, 1930, Senator Neal announced her candidacy for re-election to
the Senate.3 9 She was nominatcd and elected without opposition, but her second
term was to be served in a period of uncommon political turbulence.
The 1930 gubernatorial contest resulted in the election of
Highway
Commissioner Ross Sterling. The Sterling administration was characterized by
unprecedented emergency. The severity of the depression was becoming increasingly
evident and economic disaster affectcd the lives of more and more Texans. Senator
Neal's relationship with Governor Sterling was somewhat more distant than that
which she had enjoyed \-'lith Governor Moody.
The year 1936 marked the one hundredth anniver1'.ary of Texas independence.
For many years there had been talk of holding some type of state·wide celebration
to commemorate that event, but not until 1931 did the centennial movement begin
to become a really positive force. In that year Senator Neal introduced a joint
rcsolution proposing a state con~titutional amendment ". . . to authorizc a Texas
Centennial, commemoratin,e; the heroic period of early Texas history, and to
celebrate a century of independence and progress . . ." 40 The legislature passed the
resolution, and in November, 1932, the electorate accepted the proposed
amendment. 41
Senator Neal was onc of twenty·one membcrs of the Centennial Committee
and during the period 1931 to 1934 she devotedl much of her time to its work. 42
The dearth of state income created by the constant falling of state tax
payments "made legislators particularly conscious of sources of revenue. Governor
Sterling asked the legislature, in a 1931 special session, to pass legislation enabling.
the state to lease for oil exploration its lands in the bed of the Sabine River. It
was estimated that about one thuusand acres of the river bed lay in proven
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territory in the East Texas oil field, and that the state could realize millions of
dollars from thiS property if some arrangements could be made to permit drilling in
the river bed itself. Sterling argued that resources belonging to the state were being
depleted without the state's realizing one cent. 43
At the request of the Governor legislators friendly to his plan introduced
legislation calculated to allow leasing and drilling of state lands in the river bed.44
Practically all of the territory affected by this legislation lay within Senator Neal's
district and her concern for the welfare of her constituents Was quick to fmd
expression. Much of the water supply for the City of Longivew came from the
Sabine River, and Miss Neal feared that river-bed drilling would be accompanied by
tremendous pollution of the stream.. Most of the legislature, however, appeared
highly in favor of riverMbed drilling and Senator Neal's chances to gain votes on
such a heated issue were limited. The only hope for defeat of the riverMbcd bill lay
in the clever exploitation of parliamentary technicalities. 45

Final Adjournment of the called session was set for the evening of September
29, 1931. 'Yet as late as the afternoon of September 28, the Senate had taken no
fInal vote on the riverMbed bill. Toward rra:id-afternoon Miss Neal took the floor to
speak against the measure.. She had hardly begun when she realized that should she
hold the Senate floor until six o'clock she could prevent a final vote on the bill.
The rules of the Senate provided that no bill could receive a fmal vote within
twenty-follI hours of sine die adjournment, unless so ordered by a two~thirds vote
of the chamber.
Although Senator Neal achieved a victory of sorts with her successful
Hlibuster, it was shortMlived in that Sterling threatened to call the legislature back
into special session if it did not rescind its plans for sine die adjournment. The
legislature succumbed to the threat which virtually assured passage of the river-bed

bill46
Seldom had Senator Neal's efforts been prompted by deeper conviction than in
the river-bed struggle; yet at no time during her public career did the press react so
unfavorably to her behavior. Although shc was loudly acclaimed by constituents in
the Longvicw area, her cfforts wcre viewed \\ith disgust by several of the state's
larger newspapers. 47
Thc role of Margie E. Neal as a legislator was overshadowed during much of
1932 by her participation in other political activities. Senator Neal was a delegate
to the Democratic National Convention of 1932 which met in Chicago. In early
September it was announced that Senator Neal would serve with Roy Miller of
Corpus Christi as co~directoT of the Texas RooseveltMGamer campaign. 48 There was
little doubt that the Democratic party would carry the statc by a comfortable
majority; the goal of the campaign directors, therefore, was to make that majority
the largest in the history of the state. 49
The same spirit of Uillest which denied to HeIbert Hoover a second term as
president proved fatal to the efforts of Governor Sterling to seCUrc his own
re-election in 1932. The Fergusons, sensing opportunity. entered r"frs. Miriam A.
Ferguson- as a candidate in the Democratic primary and in January, 1933 she was
inaugurated as Governor of Texas for a second time.
The relationship which exl<.ted between Senator Neal and the Fergusons during
the Forty-third Legislature was surprisingly good. Although she never viewed the
Fcrguson cause with much enthusiasm she was usually successful in avoiding open
and publicized conflicts with the Perguson elements of Texas politics. There were
certainly no conflicts which compared in bitterness to incidents such as the
river-bed controversy with Governor Sterling. Senator Neal supported Mrs. Ferguson
on the issuance of the so-called "bread bonds" for the relicf of unemployment. 50
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By the spring of 1933 Miss Neal had decided that she' would not seek a third
term in the Texas Senate. Her financial situation was such that she felt she needed
to f'md a more remunerative position.51 She had been a leading force in the
Roosevelt-Gamer campaign of 1932, and was considered to be in line for an
appropriate federal appointment. Since her term in the Senate did not end until
January, 1935 and since the Roosevelt administration took office in March, 1933
she was frustrated by the necessity of either deserting her constituents by her
resignation or seeing many of the better potential appointments made prior to her
own availability for them.52
Early in 1934 the Forty-third Legislature met in its second and what promised

to be its Cmal special session. At the request of Senator Tom Connally Miss Neal
went to Washington in April, 1934 for a conference with General Hugh Johnson,

Chief of the National Industrial Recovery Administration. It appeared that the
Recovery Administrati~n would shortly have a suitable appointment for Miss Neal
and Senator Connally insisted that she begin planning toward accepting the position
should it prove desirable. She assumed her Washington employment on May 15,
1934.53 She anticipated no further special session for the issuance of more "bread
bonds:' . Senator Neal obtained from the National Recovery Administration a leave
of absence without pay in order to return to Austin for the session. Miss Neal
wrote in explaining the matter to Congressman Morgan Sanders:"that my duty was
here (in Austin); that the people of my district would be fully justified in saying I
had left them in the lurch at the end, had I not come. "54
Mter a period of Federal Senice which ended in December, 1944 Miss Neal
returned to her home in Carthage where she was a powerful force in community
affairs for more than a quarter of a century. She died in Carthage on December

19, 1971.
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SAM RAYBURN AND THE RULES COMMITTEE
CHANGE OF 1961
by James Smallwood

In the last months of the Eisenhower Administration, Sam Raybwn of Texas,
Speaker of the House of Representatives, encountered growing opposition to reform
legislation. Sometimes called a populist, sometimes a liberal, and sometimes a
moderate-regaI'dless of classification, Rayburn in forty-six years of continuous service in
the House established a record for positive achievement, but in the Eighty-Sixth
Congress, which met in 1959, the Conunittee on Rules blocked the Democratic
legislative program even though the Democrats were in the majority.1 This opposition to
progressive legislation challenged the Speaker's long record of leadership.
lndeed, RaybmD had an impressive public career. Born in Roane County,
Tennessee; on January 6, 1882, he moved to Texas during his youth and received
his education at East Texas College at Commerce and The University of Texas Law
School at Austin. Taking an early interest in politics, the life-long Democrat was
elected to his first of three terms in the Texas House of Representatives in 1907.
He rapidly became influential in state politics, as amply demonstrated in 1911
when he was chosen Speaker of the House. He was first elected to the United
States Congress in 1913 and was thereafter continually reelected until his death in
1961. He represented the Fourth Congressional District, one that included Collin,
Fannin, Grayson, Hunt, Kaufman, Rains, and Rockwall counties. Establishing a
reputation as an able legislator, he not only represented the interests of his East
Texas constituents, he also gained influence in national Democratic circles. From
1931 to 1937 he chaired the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.
After serving as Majority Leader from 1937 to 1940, he was elected Speaker of the
House and held that position unti.l1947 when the Democratic Party lost control of
the chamber. He was Minority Leader from 1947 until 1949, and from 1949 to
1953 he again served as Speaker. From 1953 to 1955 he served as Majority Leader,
and in 1955 he was once again elected Speaker, the position' he held until his

death)
It was during his last term as Speaker that the aforementioned Rules Committee
presented Rayburn with one of his greatest ·'tests." This committee was the most
powerful one in the House. Having original and secondary jurisdiciton over the agenda
of proposed legislation, it could stop most bills by refusing to advance them for
consideration before the House. It could even introduce its own bills. Without it, the
House would have had more bills than could have possibly been considered. The
primary function of the committee, then, was to prevent needless legislation from
reaching the floor, but by using broad powers in 1959 it blocked most bills and thus
controlled all legislation. 3
Previously, when Raybrnn's personal friend Joseph W. Martin was Republican
Minority Leader, the Speaker carried out most Democratic programs without ~eat
difficulty by compromising with Martin. In the Eighty-sixth Congress, however, Charles
A. Halleck replaced Martin as Minority Leader. Halleck immediately established an
alliance with Howard W. Smith, the conservative Chairman of the Rules
Committee, and these two men successfully obstructed the Speaker's Democratic
~rogram.3 For Raybwn, the Virginia «Dixiecrat" Smith was a worthy opponent
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because as Chairman of the Rilles Committee he held the power to set its agenda, to
schedule -witnesses, or even to choose not to convene the Committee.4
Although the Rules Committee may consist of from five to Hfteen members, in
the years prior to 1959 it'> number was set at twelve. Traditionally, the majority party
in the House -controlled it with an 'eight to four advantage.S Accordingly, the
Democratic Party should have dominated it. Yet the Republicans gained control
becau~'e Chairman Smith and William M. Colmer, "Dixiecrat" from Mississippi, joined
the Republican committeemen and effectively blocked Democratic legi&lation. 6
Rayburn tried to use personal influence to counteract this coalition but was
unsuccessful. He suffered many failures during the Eisenhower Administration.? As a
result, the Democratic Party failed to advance its program and almost split trying to
break the conservative alliance.
This situation became intolerable to the Speaker during the presidential and
congressional campaigns of 1960. The conservative coalition did everything in its
power to embarrass Democratic candidates-especiaDy John F. Kennedy, the Party's
nominee for President. During this period, Smith and Colmer, voting \\1th
Republicans, stopped liberal bills concerning minimum wages, aid to education, and
hOllsing..8 Rayburn and Kennedy duly blamed the conservatives. After the presidential
elections of 1960, the Speaker tlnally decided to react against the obstruction. He
believed in Kennedy's New Frontier and re~cd th<Jt ~() move the prol"Tam he had to
break this conservative hold on legislation.
On December 20. 1960 Rayburn met
with the President-elect at Palm Springs, ,Honda, to discuss the prulJlell1. Kennedy
gave the Speaker his full support as well as assurance that he would not interfere with
House business. -They de<..'ided that Rayburn should take personal control of the
situation and handle the problem in his own way.l0
The Speaker considered three alternative actions which might break the coaltion
on the Committee. First, he might try to get a Twenty-one-Day Rule. But this would
let all legislation out of the Committee if the coalition held it longer than tluee
weeks, and as a result, much needless legislation might reach the floor. lt
Consequently, Rayburn decided against the first alternative. Second, the Speaker
might attempt to remove a member. Moderate Democratic leaders thought this would
be most desirable. Both Representative John A. Blatnik, an influential Democrat from
Minnesota, and Vice President-elect Lyndon B. Johnson urged Rayburn to "purge"
William M. Colmer)2 They wanted to keep the problem within the party and a
"purge" would accomplish this purpose. Blatnik and Johnson maintained that
Rayburn could simply replace Colmer with a moderate or liberal Democrat. 13 The
New Frontier would then have a seven to nyC majority on the committee, and
Republican participation regarding the problem could be avoided. The Speaker feared,
however, that this course could have dire comequences. Although he had adequate
grounds for Colmer's removal-Colmer had opposed Kennedy in the presidential
campaign-southerners might have considered such a move an attempt to advance
Kenndey's civil ri~hts program. They might have bolted and caused dissension in the
party. TIlls Rayburn did not want. Rather, he hoped to unify the Democratic Party
and effect good legislation. Accordingly, he decided upon a third alternative; he would
move to enlarge the committee) 4 By increasing the membership from twelve to
fifteen, the moderates on the Rules Committee would enjoy an eight to seven
advantage. Moreover, the enlargement plan was not as harsh as the removal plan. -',":
Rayburn knew that moderate and progressive Southern Democrats would favor it as a';
conciliatory measure, a move that might unite the party.
When the Eighty-seventh Congress convened January 3, 1961, the Speaker could
have begun enlargement preceedings, but a struggle then would have created a bad
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image of the forthcoming Kennedy Administration, and a defeat would have ruined
the New Frontier's chance of success. Rayburn, therefore, .refused to commit himself
publicly on the first day. He allowed the House to adopt the rules of the Eighty~sixth
Congress without challenge. This meant that the resolution to change the Rules
Committee would have to have approval from the conservative coalition which
controlled it; otherwise, the enlargement proposal would not reach the floor)5
This failure to act on the fust day necessitated oblique tactics on Rayburn's part.
He pretended he might effect Coliner's removaL The rumOI of removal circulating in
the country's leading neWSpapers made excellent psychological warfare. It brought
confusion among "his opponents. 16 Delay also afforded the Speaker opportunity to
amass support, and various factions both in and out of Congress gave him aid. For
example, the Democratic Study Group, a unit of about one hundred liberal
Democrats, which ha4 organized in 1956 because of the tactical successes of the
conservatives, cucu1ated pamphlets identifying the sweeping powers of the Rules
Committee and giving alternate proposals for reforms) 7 Also, Richard Bolling, the
liberal Democratic leader on the Rules Committee, used his influence to help Rayburn
get enlargement-vote pledges. The Speaker- remembering the December, 1960,
meeting with Kennedy-asked for the President's assistance and got it; Kenne~y and
his staff made personal calls on doubtful congre~mcn)8 The new administration's
control over public works projects, over job patronage, and over cummittee
appointments influenced many)9 Finally, various organizations throughout the
country expressed approval of the Speaker's poKiton. For example, Rayburn received a
statement from the Conference on Majority Rule in Congress. This Conference was
called to discuss the Rules Committee problem. Of the forty-five organizations
participating in the meeting, the most prominent were the AFL-CIO, the American
Association of University Women, the National Education Association, and the League
of Women Voters. The conferencc's statement favored a Rules Committee change and
concluded that it was the fundamental right of the majority to rule and that the
conservative blockade. violated this princiPle. 20
Of course, Rayburn's most valuable asset was his own influence. All congressmen,
even his opponents, respected "Mr. Speaker." His power rested on friendships made in
many years of service. He had extended courtesies to all members of the House; many
owed him political favors. And when personal influence failed, Rayburn resorted to
his official prerogatives as Speaker of the House, most important of Which Was the
power to influence committee assi!,'llments.21
As Rayburn gathered support, new events concerning enlargement occurred in
rapid succession. From January 3 to January 11 the Speaker was in constant contact
with Smith, and the two men tried to effect a compromise. The Speaker considered
maintaining the status quo on the Rules Committee if Smith would promise to give all
of the Kennedy's major proposals permission to go to the floor. They reached no
agIecment, and on January 11 Rayburn publicly annoum,-ed his support of the
enlargement plan.2 2 Although many liberals still favored Colmer's removal, and
perhaps Smith's also,' the Speaker still refused to confront the Southern Democrats
duectly .
The Tlllal stage for the struggle was set when, on January 24, the Rilles
Committee gave the enlargement proposal a rule for debate. 24 Because the Republican
caucus had voted to oppose Rayburn, Smith did not attempt to stop the resollition.
He believed the Republican- Dixiecrat coalition would defeat the Speaker. Moreover...
had Smith refused' a d'ebate rulc, Rayburn could have still effected Colmer's removal)J
The House scheduled the vote on enlargement for Thursday, January 26. But Rayburn
lacked confidence. His personal prestige was at stake, and a defeat would have placed
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him and the entire Kennedy Administration at the mercy of the Rules Committee.
Fearing defeat, the Speaker appealed to moderate Republicans for support. Then,
because ·he knew Smith and Halleck possibly had enough support to stop the
resolution, he postponed the vote until Tuesday, January 31. 26
Throughout the struggle the Speaker had had an additional problem. His Texas
colleagues in the House reported mail increases from their constituents. Most of the
people writing doubted the wisdom of enlarging the Rules Committee. 27
Rayburn. however. was sure that these letters, along with the ones he personally
received, "were from people who voted for Nixon and were poor losers who still
wanted to f"lght Kenncdy.',28 Consequently, in spite of the possibility of losing local
support in Texas, Rayburn decided to continue his opposition to the Rules
Committee. Fifteen members of the Texas delegation, including Homer Thornberry,.'a
Democrat and a member of the Rules Committee, suppOIted the Speaker while seven
opposed,29
During the final week the Speakcr's forces gained support. Smith, now afraid of
losing his power base, offered a compromise. He said his committee would permit the
five major bills in Kennedy's program to go before the House,including biUs for
redevelopment of depressed areas, housing, higher minimum wagcs, health insumnce of
the aged, and federal aid to public schools,30 On January 28, Rayburn-in close
communication with President Kennedy-rejected the offcr. These five proposals would
not complete the Demm.'Tatic program. Stating that the New Frontier would includc
ten or twelve major proposals-, the President supported Rayburn's refusaL3l
Because of Rayburn and Smith's failure to reach a compromise, the House met
on January 31, 1961 to consider Resolution 127, the enlargement plan. After
Rayburn supporters expressed their views, the Speaker made one of his rare speeches
on the floor and gave his reasons for wanting the Rules Committee enlarged. For one
thing, he said, the n~tion needed good legislation. Also, the House needed the
authority to consider all important bills. He supported the New Fronticr and wanted
to "move the -programo "32 He did not believe one committee deserved the power to
stop alllef,islation.3 3
When the moment for the vote arrived, congressman and spectators were silent.
The last five yates decided the victor. The Speaker's plan won House approval by the
narrow margin of 217 to 212.3 4 Thus, the Rayburn-led moderate Democrats broke
Smith's control over the Rules Committee and assured consideration of Kennedy's
programs. Later, the Speaker said this was his greatest per:'>onaJ victory. His pre:'>tige
and power were intact, and after the fmal roll call, House members gave him a
standing ovation,35
TItis triumph did not mean complete success for the New Prontier. It only meant
that the entire House eould consider its proposal:'> and that the majority would rule.
The conservative coalition in the House went on to oppose and defeat many of
Kennedy's p.rograms, but during 1961 the performance of the Cummittee on Rules
go.:iVe Rayburn the desired results. Enlarged, it refused only one major Kennedy bill--a
school aid measure-passage to the floor.36
All this success Was largely the result of Rayburn's efforts. He wanted to see
Kennedy's New Prontier programs written into statutory law, and he was the only
man in the House 'With sufficient influence and power to engineer enlargement of the
Rules Committee. Without such an ally the New Frontier would have been doomed
from the outset,. and such legislation as it bmught would have been longer in cOIning. . .
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EAST TEXAS COLLOQUY
by Bobby II. Johnson
The Association continues to receive a variety of news items from historically
oriented groups. The Journal is happy to print these items and urges those not
taking advantage of this. forum to submit information pertinent to our readers.
Since we publish only twice a year, news notices should be sent well in advance.

Address your releases to:
The Editor
Texas Historical Journal
Box 6223, SFA Station
Nacogdoches, Texas 75961

nast

A new pampWet has been issued describing the holdings and purposes of the
Special Collections Department of the library at Stephen F. Austin State University.
The collection began as a rare book room but it has grown into a significant
accumulation of material on aU aspects of Texas history, with special emphasis
given to East Tcxas life. Mrs. Gloria Frye is Special Collections Librarian.

The Smith County Historical Society reports two items of interest to historians
in Lhis region. The Major John Dean House received a state medallion in ceremonies
held Aug. 20, 1971. Built in 1872, by Major John Dean, the house is located in
the Dean Community in Smith County. Earl E. Griffin was scheduled to deliver the
dedicatory address, and B. I. Boyett of the Society presented the medallion.
Smith County tax records covering the years from 1846 to 1901 have been
presented to the Carnegie Public Library in Tyler. Historical Society offidals Lewis
Whisemant and L. J. Gilbert presented the mkTofilmed records to library
administrator L.B. Woods.

The American Association for State and Local History continues its broad
range of activities and services designed to promote localized history. The August,
1971 issue of the Association journal announced a nation-wide survey of museums.
The study is being made by the National Research Centcr for the Arts under
contract with the National Endowment for the Arts. Data on all types of museums
will be gathered and analyzed. The results should be of major importance to all
groups sponsoring museums.
A number of technical leaflets and studies are available from the AASLH.
Included in the list of topics are instructions on historic preservation and
;,;:;;. interpretation, museum exhibits, and genealogical rea search. These may be ordered
"'at nominal cost frum the Association headquarters at 1315 Eighth Ave. South,
Nashville, Tenn. 37203.

One of the most exciting events in Texas Historicill circles occurred at San
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Antonio in September, 1971. The Texas Folklifc Festival, held on the grounds of
the Institute of Texan Cultures, drew thousands of interested spectators. Songs,
dances, foods, and skills of Texas were featured. Among the East Texans
participating were four faculty members from Stephen F. Austin State
University-Francb Abernathy, Stanley Alexander, O1arlcs Gardner, and C. Thomas
Nall. Collectively they make up the East Texas String Ensemble, which is devoted
to folk music. Representatives from the Alabama-C'-Oushatta reservation also
participated.

A series of documentary mms on American history is now in the planning
stage. The television specials will be produced by American Heritage Publishing Co.
and David L. Wolper Productions. Scheduled to begin in 1971, the programs will
appear four times a year for the next four years. A leading panel of American
historians will participate in the planning of these films.

Meanwhilc, back in Texas, the San Antonio Conservation Society continues to
be one of the most active groups involved in preserving the past. The society
recently received a $10,000 grant from the Brown Foundation Inc. of Houston.
The grant will allow the Society to make use of the services of consultant Lou
Rosenberg.
The Society also played a role in the transfer of a major portion of the
historic United States Arsenal property to the city's parks department. This aetion
will assure the preservation and use of these important buildings..

The Galveston Historical foundation i.. also busy conserving that city's early
landmarks. A pre-restoration party was scheduled for the Ashton Villa in late
September 1972.

Those interested in preserving the human side of hi..tory met at Fort Worth in
November when the Texa.<; .State Genealogical Society held its convention. Special
attention was given to veterans of the American Revolution and the War of 1812.
Mro;:. Edn:'l Perry Deckler is president.

A new journal, Popular Archaeology, has made its appearance, and it should be
of interest to many of our readers. The first issuc appeared in August 1972 under
the sponsorship of DeBoer Publishing Corp. of Wichita, Kansas. Promotional
material notes that "it is designed to become the missing link between the_~
professional, the student and the layman of all degrees. . . from arehair to digger."~
Ken Lucas is editor of the new publication, which will be published every two
weeks. Potential subscribers should write [he Journal at Box 18365, Wichita, Kansas,
67218.
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The Texas Antiquities· Committee is conducting a scientific investigation of
16th-ecntury ship\\oTccks off Padre Island. Scheduled to begin in July, 1972, the
project seeks information on a fleet of ships wrecked by storm in 1553.

A good deal of reprint work has come from the presses in recent years,making
things available to modern researchers and readers that would otherwise he

impossible or at the least inconvient to use. The Pemberton Press of Austin has
done its share of this commendable work, and a c~e in point is two very fme
recent releases, a reprint of John Hemy Brown's History of Texas From 1685 to
]892, and John F. Kennedy's selection on Sam Houston from Profiles in Courage,
and herein entitled Sam Houston & The Senate. Naturally, the scope and use of
these two vary widely.
The Brown History of Texas is one of the venerable works on the states's
pasl. First published in 1892, in two VOlumes, it was for a number of years one of
the most widely used studies of its subject. Its gut is an expecially extensive
treatment of thc revolution and the republic. Brown believed that the French and
Spanish efforts in Texas were really very feeble, and it was from the Anglo-Saxon
presence that what he would call progress really began: "From the latter year
(1822 and the coming of the Americans) we trace all of Texas identified with
liberty, and representative constitutional government held, at least by English
speaking people, to be essential to the continued progress and happiness of
mankind." The books are reproduced exactly as in the original, even with the
Index in the front. Brown's work has now become more than a history of Texas, it
is part of of that history, and is often used almost as a primary sorce. Much of the
Henry Smith-William B. Travis correspondence, which is extensively quoted, is
available no where else because it was SUbsequently lost or destroyed.
Kennedy's Houston is an all together dillcrent sort of book. In overcoming
painful physical disability and illness, John F. Kennedy exhibited a great deal of
courage, and that was one quality he admired most in men, living or historical. He
was also especially fond of the United States Senate, and while still ill, he began a
series of studies of former senate members who were noted for courage, especially
political courage, and who had suffered becau:-le of it. One of his favorites was
Sam Houston, and his finest hour, as Kennedy saw it, was when he fought to keep
Texas in the Union in the secession winter of 1860~1861. TIle essays were
eventually published and won thc Pulitizer Prize for Kennedy. Now for the fust
time the Pemberton Press has published the Houston essay separately, and they
have produced a handsome volume. The prize winning text is, of cour~e, intact, but
the format is considerably enhanced by the Tom Lea illustration that was used for
the Houston commcrative stamp, and by the exquisite design of Larry Smitherman.
There arc also photographs of Houston. For the collector, the publi~hers have also
produced a limited edition, hand numbered, and each copy contains an original
Houston document issued and signed in 1861. Althongh different, these two
reprints have one thing in commun. They are both fine reading for those who are
interested in Texas History.
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The Papers of Jefferson Davis: Volume I 1808-1840. Edited by Haskell M. Monroe,
Jr. and James T. McIntosh. Introduction by Bruce Catton. Baton Rouge
(LouiSiana University Press), 1971. pp. xci, 594. Illustration, Appendices,
List of Sources, Index. $15.
Here we

have

the initial volume of a massive historical undertaking--the

collecting, editing and publishing of what will likely end up being over twenty
volumes (plus several supplementary volumes) of papers to, from, and about
Jefferson Davis. Perhaps the word "awesome" should be used in place of "massive"
in the above sentence. As in most such works, the earliest volume or so acts as trial
balloons. The principal character is strictly in the developmental stage and the
papers, necessarily reproduced for the overall work to be definitive, lack the
significance of those of an established figure. Because of this, such early books are
mainly a display of the editorial methods to be used, and a contest to see if
adequate annotation can be uncovered for many items that seem trivial and
obscure. This volume is no exception to the rule, It mainly consists of routine
reports and insignificant papers (wisely to be calendared in later volumes) taking
Davis through childhood and West Point, and into his military career. In fact, it
takes about one hundred pages to get him graduated and commissioned.
Fortunately, as the book continues, some personal lettcrs and description of his
army experiences start creeping in to relieve the monotony. Again, it should be
stressed, the inclusion of such routine documents is an inherent necessity in a
project of this size and scope.
As for the editorial methods, they could certainly not be ("'Iiticized for lacking
in being elaborate and complete. A brief evaluation of Davis is offered in Bruce
Catton's introduction. in which he mainly traces the "fall and rise" of Davis in the
feelings of those, both North and South, who come to respect him for his abilities.
A "General View of the Work" by Frank Vandiver, and an explanation of the
editorial techniques by the co·editors follow. Then, the editors offer two brief
autobiographical sketches of their subject, thus Msely providing a means for the
documents to have some positive form of meaning for those readers who are not
up on the course of the life of Davis. The papers then follow, with extensive
explanatory notes. As could be expected, some of the early papers require far more
printing space for these notes than for the documents themselves. The appropriate
and complete nature of these explanations and identifications, and their close
cross-referencing stand as strong proofs of the great amount of work that has
already gone into the project.

The book ends with an expansi,,'e genealogical tracing of Davis' seemingly
countless forebp.ars, and with calendars of various military returns and muster rolls.
In all, based on the editorial work, arrangement, and_ format shown in this
nrst book, the series should stand as a very positive first-rate contribution to the
field. It is only hoped (and, in all honesty, expected) that in the second volume
the individual papers will grow suffidently in significance as to make them more ttl
worthy of the editorial efforts involved.

-

Allan C. Ashcraft
Texas A&M University
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Correspofl{1ence of James K. Polk. Volume I, 1817·1832. Edited by Herbert Weaver;
Paul H. Bergeron, Associate Editor. Nashville (Vanderbilt University Press,
1969). Pp. xxxviii 619. Illustrations, table, notes, index. $15.00.

~

This volume is another addition to the long list of works which has appeared
in effort to publish the papers of the most significant American leaders. It possesses
the quality to merit comparison with the previous works for Jefferson, Franklin,
Madison, Hamilton, and the Adams Family. While the title of Co"e,ffpondence
indicates a narrower scope than the other projects mentioned, this work might
easily be named "The Papers of James K. Polk:'
The volume begins with a brief Preface, which inclUdes a terse summary of the
period covered by the contents of the work, thc "Editorial Method," a
"Bibliographical Notc," and a table of contents which lists each item included by
name, date, and page number. These prefatory pages give the reader the impression
that the pages which follow prescnt the basic materials of this Tennessee President's
career 'with a minimum of peripheral data and information. The editors' single
purpose has ~mcd to be the presentation of good copy, without clutter and
minutiae. Thi~.. goal has been achieved, for this series is very similar to the
Alexander Hamilton series, in the absence of lengthy editorial discourses, by
comparison with the Madison works, which abound in explanatory matter.
The Correspondence of this "persistent, stubborn, hard-working, somewhat
colorless Tennessean" begins with a letter in July, 1817, of an undergraduate at the
University of North Carolina to a committee of the Dialectic Society, which
included young Polk, and concludes with a constituent's letter, written in a
delightfully phonetic spelling, asking for assistance in obtaining payment for a horse
"lost in the Semminole Indian Campaign." The correspondent, writing in December,
1832, informed Polk that he was from "Pulasky" and added, '~I resid Some
distance from town. You tel by a tittle what a great deal means." Between these
two items, the editors have included 664 letters "of which Polk wrote only 96."
Since many of those communications addressed to Polk were routine in nature, the
editors have presented summaries of these minor items. The family correspondence,
while unfortunately sparse, is most interesting, for it details the young lawyer's role
as a key person in his family clan. He settled his father's estate, cared for the
estates of three diseased younger brothers in 1831, and helped administer the estate
of his father·in·1aw.

~

Scholars will find the twenty letters to or from Andrew Jackson of value, for
they help to show the skill of the Jacksonian political touch. But most of all, these
early papers serve to demonstrate the record of an aspiring young product of the
frontieT: the record of perhaps a few hundred others of the same period-if no
more was kno'WIJ of young James K. Polk after 1832. Like many, he had moved
westward, married, worked hard, invested in land and slaves, began a practice of
law, and ventured into the political arena. In that latter pursuit, he seemed to be a
conscientious public servant-at least, the existing correspondence demonstrates that
his constituents thought he should be attentive to even their most minor cares and
needs.
The thorough index indicates that six items relate to Texas. Perhaps ironically
and appropriately, four of these pertain to the escape of four Hardin brothers, who
bad been accused of murder in Tennessee in 1827, but within a few months had
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"fled from the V.States, and taken refuge in the Province of Texas, within the
Mexican dominions:' Polk's aid was sought in persuading the Federal authorities to
have these accused men returned to their native state. Another letter came from an
obscure citizen of Trenton, Tennessee, who asked for reparation of damages ''for
the benefit of those who sustained losses by the Indians on OUI frontiers when
engaged in the Spanish trade to Santa Fe and other interior provinces of new
Spain." This request carried an urgent plea, however, for the author informed Polk
that he was about "to start in a few days to explore the province of Texas and
will not return till next Summer." The Imal item of Texas interest included
mention of a minor political figure who, after defeat at the polls in his native
state, was headed for the Lone Star region to recoup his political fortunes. Texas
readers of this series, no doubt will find far more material of deep concern to
them in the volumes to follow in thL.. fine series.
This volume is yet another example of the labor of a single scholar and his
associates. The editor began to collect Polk items in 1958, and estimates that the
total corpus of materials addressed to or from the Tennessean numbers about
10,000 pieces. Although the project has enjoyed support fIom the Tennessee
Historical Commission, National Historical Publications Commission, and Vanderbilt
University, funding has always been limited. For many of the years since the
inception of the effort, the work has been done by the editor alone. It seems
probable that some eight volumes will be needed to complete the series, and the
entire set may be available within a decade. If this is possible, scholars will be
extremely fortunate, for this Illst volume demonstrates that both laymen and
trained historians will have access to skillfully edited documents, with appropriate
explanatory information. All connected with the series deserve high praise for this
initial product and for the prospect that the entire series may be completed within
a few years.
Haskell Momoe
Texas A&M University

The Diary of Edmund Ruffin. Volume I. Toward Independence, October, 1856April, 1861. Edited by William Kauffman Scarborough. Baton Rouge
(Louisiana State University Press), 1972. Maps, notes, appendices,
index. pp. xlviii, 664. $20.00.

and

As William Scarborough points out in his introduction to the flIst published
volume of a ten year diary, Edmund Ruffm was "one of the most significant
figures in the Old South." The section's leading agricultural reformer, Rutlin was
for many years publisher of the 'Farmer's Register ~ When financial reverses forced
suspension of publication in t 842, Ruff'm purchased a tract of land in Hanover
county and devoted himself to building a model plantation. His use of marl to
restore exhausted soil increased the productivity of his property and gave new hope
to countless Virginia agriculturalists.
At the end of 1854 Ruff'm retired from active management
and devoted himself fully to the defense of the South's political
follower of John C. Calhoun, Ruffin was convinced that northern
determined to destIoy the South. In a series of speeches, letters,
late 1850's Ruffin urged his fellow southerners to secede from
secession became a reality in 1860-61 Ruff"m traveled to South
given the honor of TUing the first shot at Port Sumter.

of his plantation
rights. A devoted
abolitionists were
and essays in the
the Union. When
Carolina and was
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In the autumn of 1856 Ruffin began to keep a regular diary describing his
activities. Except for extracts pUblished in the William and Mary Quarterly over
Cuty years ago, this massive manuscript (4,100 pages), deposited in the Library of
Congress, has not previously been published. This, the first volume of what will
probably be three printed volumes, covers the events of the late 1850's and
concludes with the secession of Virginia in April, 1861.

The editor has done an excellent job in preparing the manuscript for
publication. He has canceted some obvious spelling errors and eliminated some
inconsequential passages. Too, he has carefully identified in footnotes the many
individuals mentioned by Ruffin in the narrative.

Rufim's frank, and often caustic, comments provide an interesting commentary
on the times. Northern congressmen he described as "corrupt, & destitute of private
integrity," Sam Houston was labeled a "low blac"k·guard & common drunkard" and
an "old scoundrel., & traitor to the South." Former Tennessee governor Gideon
Pillow was described as ..that Rabadi! braggart:' Although he detested most
northern abolitionists, Ruffin admitted that John Brown was "a very brave & able
man" and admired his courage and devotion to a cause.
Publication of Ruffm's diary will be of invaluable assistance to those scholars
studying the complex events of the late, antebellum period. One minor error was
detected; Alexander Mouton and not John Perkins, Jr., presided over the Louisiana
secession convention. The editor is correct that Ruff"m's diary "affords ample
evidence of cooperation among the three most celebrated fire-eaters-Ruffin, Rhett,
and Yancey," but this writer remains unconvinced that secession was the result of a
political leaders' conspiracy. Ruff'm's own diary shows how often his advice and
recommedations were not heeded by the South. Secession came much later than
Ruffin or other fue-eaters wished and only after the people themselves were
convinced that their institutions wer~ endangered.
Ralph A. Wooster
Lamar University

Churches in Cultural Captivity:. A History of the Social Attitudes of Southern
Baptists. By John Lee Eighmy, Knoxville (Thc University of Tcnnessee
Press), 1972. Bibliography and Index. $11.50
According to Samuel S. Hill, Jr., professor of Religion at the University of
North CaIolina, social historians would do well to pay attention to a wOIk such as
Eighmy's because Southern Baptists are a classical case study in the relationship of
religion and culture. Since Fighmy died before the publication of this caIefully
rcsearched work, Hill provided the introduction, epilogue, and some editorial and
bibliographical work. At the time of his death, Eighmy, a Ph.D. graduate of the
~University of Missouri, was professor of history at Oklahoma Baptist University.
John Eighmy chronicles the development of Southern Baptist social
consciousness. His work documents the importance of the convention's direct tie to
autonomous local churches as a conservative restraint on the public expression of
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social morality. For much of the history of the convention this tie has meant that
missions was the only possible cooperative effort. A study of the Southern Baptist
Convention is, for the most part, an examination of a denomination afHrming the
cultural values of the South.
A major contribution of this is Eighmy's detailing of the cffect of the Social
Gospel on Southern Baptists. As the Social Gospel Came south it shattered the
nineteenth century intellectual solidarity of the Baptists. On the one hand, contrary
to Social Gospel thinking, a continued emphasis on the individual kept Southern
Baptists from recognizing the strength of impersonal forces as a controlling factor
in the lives of individuals. On the other hand, not all Southern Baptists have
l:l.1lowed individualism to blind them to the corporate nature of man. Southern
Baptists began the development of a broader sense of social responsibility through
the prohibition movement. Temperance committees throughout the Southern states
became social service committees within a decade, in most cases, of their
organization.
However, a continuing problem for Southern Baptists within their developing
social consciousness has been that of fInding an effective place for corporate action.
Eighmy notes the more recent Baptist penchant to regulate public morality and
comments: "Most ministers readily accepted the advantages that civil power would
offer in achieving a religious goal they believed to be beneficial to society as a
whole. Thus, Southern Baptists adopted, almost unconsciously, one of the basic
methods of an established church where their numbers could significantly influence
public policy:' It is the author's feeling that this action is out of harmony with
such traditional Baptist emphases as freedom of conscience, or separation of church
and state.
Eighmy fmds that Southern Baptists have been the equivalent of a state
church in the South. When one compares this \Vith their default in moral
leadership, it is concluded "that numerical superiority on the part of democratic
churches preaching a voluntary faith does not assure moral initiative."
As a summary statement, Eighmy says of Southern Baptists "Their conservative
theology, religious individualism, and congregational government continue to restrict
progressive social expression. The main source of hope is the ever-growing number
of enlightened leaders:'
This study is an important contribution to the study of intellectualltistory. It
will be of use for students of religious history, sociologist, Southern Baptists
interested in the relationships of culture and -religiously developed values. Eighmy's
footnotes are many and scholarly. The bibliography is extensive and helpful. The
index has been thoroughly prepared. And the book has been attractively package.d.
Jerry M. Self
Nacogdoches, Texas

Look To The Mountain Top. Contemporary Authors Reveal uur True Indian
Heritage. Introduction by Bernard L. Fontana. San Jose, California
(Gousha Publications), 1972. Pp. 121. Illustrations, maps, bibliography,
index. $6.95.

...
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In recent years Indians have moved center stage in expressing their side of
Indian-White relations, Indian thought, and Indian heritage. From apathy to
activism, American Indians are now attempting to understand what happened in
their history and to understand what is happening to them now. For this to be
accomplished, the editors of this book believe that a grasp of the fundamental
facts is necessary to locate and understand the inter-relations between both the
Indian and his people, and the Indian with the White; it is within this f1amework
that the' "facts" are presented. The vitues of the Indian-as warrior, craftsman, and
philosopher-are extolled and their treatment at the hands of the Whites is also
examined. It is unfortunate that by the time the reader has completed Look To
The Mountain Top a feeling that the Indian and the White might still be at war
is felt.

But in spite of an obvious bias, the book is beautifully arranged. Part I
includes short articles about different aspects of Indian life. Twelve authors, such
as Stewart L. Udall, John C. Evers, Vincent Price, and Vine Deloria Jr.
contributed essays about the Indian as ecologist, the Indian as warrior, Indian
lore, and the basis of Indian law-to name but a few of the topics. The editors
did a magnificent job of providing a pleasing format which boasts seventy colOl
and thirty black and white illustrations. The articles are short and provide
overviews developed through specific examples in a given subject area which
are both informative and enjoyable. Part II of the book contains maps of
Indian tribal and cultural areas, a chronology of Indian history, Indian writing
systems. where to buy arts and crafts, recipes from the lust Americans, other
assorted essays, and a short bibliography of recent works about American Indians.
In reality this portion of the book is representative of the practical and
pragmatic scope of the book. Names, dates, places, and ideas are presented to the
reader as a path to follow for exploration and understanding the Indian way of
life-both yesterday and today.
Times have changed since the degradation of having traces of Indian blood
in the family to jubilation on the part of family genealogists who can today
prove their claim to Indian blood. And also today there is little debate about
who received the short end of the stick in Indian-White relations. But warming
old pots with the same hates, fears, and jealousies that plagued Indian-White
relations since their :fust meeting will nat cure the problems that face Indians
today. Conspiratorial ideas that "the United States govemment sponsored the
slaughter of the remaining buffalo as a means of starving Plains people into
submission" (p.69) merely makes the pot grow hotter. The proud heritage of the
American Indian is one that does not have to rely on inconclusive accusations to
prove its greatness and importance in American life today. Such statements that
appear in Look To The Mountain Top accomplish little in healing the wounds
that still exist between Indian and White and take away from an otherwise
beautifully illustrated, higWy informative, and thoroughly enjoyable book.
Charles R. McClure
Western History Collection
University of Oklahoma Library

Pueblo Architecture of the Southwest. By William Current and Vincent Scully.
Austin and London (University of Texas Press), 1971. P. 67. Illustrations.
$12.50
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This 8% by 11 inch book represents the combined effort of professional
photographer William Current and Yale professor of architecture Vincent Scully,
who present for public consideration a neglected and "special cultural resource
which is not yet valued as it deserves to be throughout the United States"
(preface). This study attempts to fuliill its pmpose through a photographic essay
tracing the development of prehistoric Pueblo architecture in the presentMday states
of Colorado, New Mexico, and Arizona.
Exposition is primarily introductory and limited to 14 pages. The remaining 65
black and white photographs, with captions, are the core of the work. Scully's
remarks in text and captions are basically critiques of Current's pictures,
emphasizing technical qualities of the prints themselves and brief sketches explaining
the subjects p~otographed.
>

Despite Scully's intention to restrict his text to "a preliminary art historical
introduction to the subject" (preface), the perceptive reader nevertheless realizes the
need for more specific information to better interpret the significance of the many
aspects of Pueblo architecture pictured an architecture springing from and
intimately connccted with the life.-style of the Indians themselves. While addressing
itself somewhat to this problem, Scully's introductory material is of more interest
to the student of archeology and architecture than to the general reader. Because
the author's original purpose implied an attempt to gain greater currency for and
understanding of a neglected culture, the thoughtful reader must conclude that this
purpose remains only partially fulfilled by the text.
Current's photographs feature the abandoned dwellings once occupied by the
ancient Anasazi and later Navajo and Hopi tribes. The photographer's camera
technique is generally conventional and restrained, enhancing the reality at" the
scenes portrayed. The result is a collection of fascinating and revealing pictures
which adequately convey what is described on the dust jacket as "the vivid
relationship between men and places.
William Love
Stephen F. Austin State University

The Art of the Old West. By Shirley Glubok. New York (The MacMillan
Company), 1971. Illus. PA8. $5.95.
The Art of the Southwest Indkms. By Shirley Glubok. New York (The MacMillan
Company), 1971. Inus. P. 48. $5.95.
Young people interested in the Old West, Indians, horses and arts and crafts
will f"llld delight in these two beautifully designed books by Shirley Glubok, who
knows art and who knows children. Holding degrees in art and archaeology from
Washington University and Columbia University, she gives art lectures for children
at the Metropolitan Museum of Art and is the author of many books on manya(
countries for children. She and her husband, Alfred Tamarin, who did the
photography for The Art of the Southwest Indians, live in New York City.
The Art of the Old West is a fascinating collection of reproductions of
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paintings, sculptures and photographs of famous men who have preserved the feeling
of frontier and Indian life in the United States. The stories of each artist are
appealing to adults as well as to young people. The author has brief biographies of
painters, such as Titian R. Peale, one of the cmliest pioneer artists, son of Charles
Willson Peale, who founded the fitst American museum, in ~Philadelphia. where the
earliest portraits of Western Indians were exhibited and another early artist, George
Catlin, who painted Indians in their home lands and exhibited his portraits in
Europe as well as in America.
European artists whose works are illuStrated in this volume include Peter
Rindisbacher and Karl Bodmer, Swiss artists, and Albert Bierstadt, native of
Dusseldorf, Germany, whose spectacular landscapes of the West are great
contributions to American art. Bierstadt was a !Uember of an expedition that
traveled the Oregon Trail, subject of one of his most famous paintings. There are
stories of James Walker, who painted Spanish cowboys, or vaqueros, George Caleb
Bingham, who painted scenes of life along the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers,
Charles Nabl, famous for his paintings of the California gold rush, Thomas Moran,
official artist for an expedition that explored the Yellowstone River Canyon, Carl
C. A. Christenson, who painted stories of the first years of the Mormon OlUrch,
and Thomas Eakins, one of America's most important artists.
Frederic Remington, best known artist of the West, and Charles Marion
Russell, known as "Kid" Russell, the cowboy artists are given prominence in story
material and illustrations.
Sculpture of the Old West is represented by Remington, who turned to
sculpture tate in his life. Another leading American sculptor was James Earl Fraser,
who designed the famous five-cent coin known as "the Buffalo Nickel."
Works of photographers William Hemy Jackson, Hack Hillers, TImothy
O'Sullivan and Edward Curtis are also included. Bringing in twentieth century artists
the author includes Georgia O'Keefe, Robert Henri and E. Irving Couse, of Taos,
New Mexico.
The book is designed by Gerard Nook who has received recognition from the
American Institute of Graphic AIts for the high standard of design in other books
of Shirley Blubok.
Equally delightful is 'Phe Art of the Southwest lndums, which covers in tcxt
and illustration pictographs of the Zuni.;, Pueblo people in New Mexico, basket
making, one of thc oldest crafts of the Southwest, ·of the Apaches, who were
nomads, sand paintings of the Navajos, the largest of all Indian nations, masks by
the Zunis, and kachina dolls of the Hopi Indians of Arizona. There are stories and
illustrations of Navajo silversmiths, Navajo rugs, and blankets and pottery of the
various tribes.

.t.:.

Miss Glubok traces the evolution of the arts and crafts through the centuries
assures her rcaders that the Southwest Indiam, proud of their art, are teaching
their children to carryon this hcritage.

~and

Both books arc valuable contributions to art of the Old West and of the
Southwest Indians as they prove that the art created by aU these artists still lives.

EAST TEXAS HISTORICAL JOURNAL

68

Gene Lasseter (Mrs. E. H.)
Henderson, Texas

Texas, Land of Contrast: Its History and Geography. By James V. Reese and
Lorrin Kennamer. Austin (W.S.Benson & Co), 1970. Illustrations, Index,
Maps.

A more appropriate title could not have been chosen for this textbook written
for the student of Texas history. Because man is a product of his environment and
because Texas can only be un,derstood by studying its geography as well as its
political history, the authors have integrated the two disciplines effectively with
geography receiving extensive treatment in the first two chapters and it is
interwoven into the narrative in subsequent pages. They assume that the vast state
of Texas can only be understood today in relation to its past, and the aim of the
text is to guide the student in acquiring an understanding of the development of
Texas and of the people who have participated b its drama.
Texas' -organization pursues this method. The twenty-six chapters of the text
have been divided into eight major units beginning with the geographic setting of
Texas and its lust inhabitants and cuhninating in such contemporary events as
man's walk on the moon. Each chapter is accompanied by a glossary containing
words which might be new to the student, and each unit has a suggested reading
list - both fiction and non-fiction - pertinent to the material in the unit. The
subject matter is presented chronologically except for Unit VIn which traces the
development of farming, ranching, manufacturing, minerals, trade and industry as
well as devoting space to urbanology and its effect on Texas.

Over filty maps and more than tluee hundred illustrations, each chosen to
complement the subject matter or stimulate further .discussion, are included. In
addition photographs, drawings and reproductions of paintings by well-known artists
are presented. Many of these illustrations are done in attractive color.
The student is introduced to the importance and value of original sources in
the study of history by selections from the writings of such former inhabitants of
Texas as a Spanish priest, governor, cowboy, housewife and others. Each of these
reproductions is set apart in order for the student to realize that he is reading the
words of an actual participant in history, not those of the authors.
Biography is also used extensively and effectively. Dozens of characters are
portrayed realistically with no attempt to whitewash them. Shortcomings as well as
assets are pointed out, and the student is more apt to relate to them as real people
and not be prone to view history as being performed by dull, perfect supermen
alwaYs making the right decision.
Minority groups and their role in the building of Texas are emphasized and
explored in considerable detail, with evIdences of Negro Mexican-American Indian'"
and other cultures being amply noted.
From the standpoint of social. cultural and economic history the authors have
done a more than adequate job, but there is a glaring lack of military history. One
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chapter is concerned with the Civil War but only a passing paragraph or two is
devoted to the Mexican War, World War I and World War II. The Spanish-American
War and Vietnam are not mentioned. Admittedly war is not to be glamorized, but
it has certainly made an impact on the course of history and should not be
ignored.

'"

The Appendix is a deflllite asset to the text. It contains agricultural maps,
population data, informative tables and statistics, a pronunciation guide, the Texas
State <;:onstitution and a chart of governors of Texas from 1691 to date. The book
is well indexed, and is enhanced by an attractive and readable format with topic
headings in bold print for quick and easy review.
Although it was the intention of
period prior to 1900, the fad that
devoted to the 20th century leaves a
relevant to the student had they dealt
the past seventy years in greater depth.

the authors to place their emphasis on the
only four of the twenty-six chapters were
slight imbalance. It would have been more
with the tremendous progress and change of

In spite of the above mentioned Haws, the authors did an excellent job of
presenting an entertaining, infonnative, and unbiased account of the development of
a fascinating state.
Carolyn Parker
Henderson, Texas

Pioneer Women in Texas. By Annie Doom Pickrell. Austin (Pemberton Press), 1972.
P. 474. $8.95.
'I'his work contains seventy-scven character sketches by as many different
authors. The subjects depicted in these pen portraits are courageous women who
accompanied their husbands to Texas during the colonial or early statehood period.
They range from such prominent women as Margaret Lea Houston and Mrs. James
Pinckney Henderson to such obscure personalities, at least to this reviewer, as Mrs.
Joseph Manson McCormick and Mrs. Willian AlleY-McCoy. In each case the article
was written by a descendant of the subject or a prescnt-day friend of the family
involved.

f....

Uniformly the picture presented here is of genteel, cultivated, young Southern
women marrying men some years their senior and migrating to Texas. Locally
conditions are far from what they had been in Virginia, Tennessee, or Mississippi
where the young lady had grown to maturity. Rather than tutors and formal balls,
the frontier wife must now contend with raiding Indians, hostile Mexicans, and a
large number of children, usually born in quick succession. However, in face of
these adver!)ities, the women depicted in this book aid and abet their husbands'
careers as lawyers, ministers, or political leaders of the Republic and state. PinalIy,
the years of widowhood are spent among devoted children and rewarding memories
of the past.
This is a valuable book for the student of Texas history. Anecdotal
information abounds and the vignette-like sketches are basically pleasantly written.
However, it would not be carping to take issue with the heavily romantic approach,
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particularly in the depiction of black slavery in ante-beUum Texas.

Stanley E. Siegell

University of Houston

Black Beans & Goose Quills: Literature of the Texan Mier Expedition. By James M.
Day. Waco (Texian Press, 1970). P.169. $6.95.

This book is a blending of history and literature, a blending aptly suggested by
the title. The "Black Beans" refer to the lottery of death that distinguished the
Texan Mier Expedition into Mexico in 1842; the "Goose Quills," to the outpouring
of writings on the subject as it Hred imaginaHons and controversy from the Rio
Grande to Washington.
As the author acknowledges in his preface, the word literature requires some
defInition when applied to these writings. Certainly> they do not qualify as
literature in the classic sense. But, he submits, "they were honestly and capably
written," and, in the words of J. Frank Dobie, they are "thoroughly Texan." It
was Dobie's observation that inspired the present study.

Day begins his book with a review of the expedition, using where possible
quotations from the various participants to carry the thread of the narrative. He
then takes up the various accounts in order of their significance, giving fust place
to Thomas Jefferson Green's classic-but biased and controversial-account. Two
other book writers, William Preston Stapp and Thomas W. Bell, share the next
chapter. Then come the diaries of Israel Canfield, James A. Glasscock, and Joseph
B. McCutchan, and then the reminiscences of George B. Erath, Big Foot Wallace,
and others. In all instances, Day uses the broadest definition of literature, including
in consideration not only the accounts of the participants but the letters,
broadsides, and pamphlets that the expedition inspired. Thus, appropriatelY, the last
chapter considers the Texas Monument, a newspaper founded in La Grange for the
express purpose of commemorating the Mier men and providing them with a
suitable memorial.
If the material considered is "thoroughlY Texan," so is Day's approach to it.
He is troubled by no qualms as to who wore the white hats. Although he shows
some embarrassment at the mention of the saeking of Laredo, there is no effort to
explain the Mexican side of the affair; nor, although he traces the vendetta of
Thomas Jefferson Green and Sam Houston, is there adequate explanation of the
position of the Texas government. The participants emerge as heroes who suffered
for their country, and he is inclined to forgive them for any shortcomings, even if,
as in the case of Stapp, the sin is plagiarism.
All those fasdnated by the black bean episode will be interested in this book,
and for some specialists it will offer added attractions. For example, it describes in
some detail the unpublished diary of Joseph D. McCutchan and directs the reader
to additional manuscript materials. The book as a whole shows evidence of the
author's service as State Archivist. It is rich in biographical and bibliographical data
and thorough in its annotation. Only one item, one feels, is left to be added to the
literature on the subject-and that is an account of the latter day controversy
suggested by a footnote of how the author obtained a photocopy of Thomas W.
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Bell's rare book from the University of Texas Library.
Marilyn McAdams Sibley
Houston Baptist College

John Hemphill: First Chief Justice of the State of Texas.By Rosalee Morris Curtis.
Austin (The Pemberton Press), 1971. pp. xvi, 122. Illustrations, notes,
index. $7.50
There has long been a need for a comprehensive and authoritative biography
of John Hemphill, a great judge in the early days of Texas. This volume attempts
to fulfill this deficiency. The aU!llOI has painstakingly extracted from primary,
secondary, and family sources the facts concerning the career of Hemphill. She
writes interestingly about Hemphill's heritage, education, service in the Second
Seminole War, removal to Texas, participation in the Council House fight and the
Somervell expedition, his judicial services, and as a member of the United States
Senate and of the Confederate Provisional Congress.
Those familiar with the early Texas court decisions, including the lawyers and
judges who have written biographical sketches which arc used in this study, are in
accord that John Hemphill as chief justice of thc Supereme Court of the Republic
and the State of Texas contributed more to early Texas jurisprudence than any
other jurist. He welded together the civil law of Spain and Mexico and the
common law to make a workable system which has been unique among American
jurisdictions. Becoming a member of the Court in 1840, fIrst as a district judge and
then as chief justice, Hemphill taught himself Spanish so that he could read the
civil law authorities in the originaL He became the preeminent scholar in Texas of
the civil law for which he expressed a dccidedpreference. In the eighteen years that
Hemphill was a member of the Supreme Court he wrote some five hundred
opinions which arc found in the first twenty-one volumes of the Texas Reports.
These opinions are distinguished for their scholarship, clarity, succinctness and
soundness. They reflect a thorough understanding of the fronticr society of which
Hemphill was an active mcmber.
As other biographers have done, the author has glossed over Hemphill's private
life, which, among other things, 'reflects his compassion for two innocent human
bcings for whom he apparently considered himself responsible. Two lawsuits were
filed in the District Court of Travis County, Texas, in 1870 and 1871 against the
administrator and next of kin of John Hemphill who had died in 1862. Cause No.
2954, styled R. S. Rust v. F. W. Chan.dler, Administrator, was a suit by a
Methodist minister, the former president of Wilberforce University, a negro coUege
in Xenia, Ohio. The plaintiff sought to recover for board, tuition and other
expenses incurred in 1862 for the benefit of Theodora and Henrietta Hemphill,
alleged to be the children of John Hemphill. The plaintiff after a trial recovered
the amount sued for with interest, which sum was paid by the administrator. In
Cause No. 3074, entitled Theodora Hemphill v. James Hemphill, et ai, the plaintiff
alleged that she was the daughter of John Hemphill by his slave Sabina, and
entitled to all of the property afhis estate. The deposition of R. S. Rust on me in
the case substantiates the plaintiff's claim. The suit was settled in 1872 by the
payment to Theodora of $1700 in gold.
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Six of the notes to chapter VII are misnumbered or transposed, and those to
chapter IX end at number 19 although the text has eleven additional references.
The author deserved better of her publisher.

Cooper K. Ragan
Houston, Texas

The

Public Lands of Texas, 1519-197.0. By Thomas Lloyd Miller. Norman
(University of Oklahoma Press), 1972. P. 341. Photographs, Maps,
Appendices. $8.95.

The Public Lands of Texas, 151~1970 is the fourth major work to deal with
the public lands of this state. It was preceded by Edmund Thorton Miller's
Financial History of Texas (1916), Reuben McKitrick's The Public Land System of
Texas (1918), and Aldan S. Lang's Financial History of the Public Lands of Texas
(1932). These three works were only partly concerned, however, with the story of
the public lands. Consequently, Thomas Uoyd Miller's objective is twofold: " •..to
give a complete account of the acquisition and disposition of the public domain of
Texas using all available sources, some of which may be those noted but not used
by Lang, and, starting with 1929, where Lang left off, to complete the figures on
the receipts of Texas lands through 1970." (preface) To fulfill his objective,
experience, patience, and literary skill would be required. All three are possesed by
Miller, who is a professor of history at Texas A & M University and a student of
Texas land grants and politics for over 20 years.
In the early days, Texas had no obvious natural wealth. There Was no gold or
silver, no precious stones or even furs to attrad settlers. There was the land, and in
1836 thcre was plenty of it, approximately 216 million acres. The story of this
land's disposition begins in 1519 when Spain claimed Texas. Although little
settlement occurred during the Spanish period of Texas history, the influence of
Spanish land laws is still eVident, especially \Vith the state's possession of 3 marine
leagues (10.36434 miles) of submerged coastal lands.
The Anglo settlement of Texas began in the period 1821-1836 when it
belonged to Mexico. Thousands and thousands of acres were granted to empresarios
by the Mexican government. It is estimated that by the time Texas gained her
independence in 1836 some 26,280,000 acres had alreadY been granted by the
Spanish and Mexican governments.
The disposition of the remaining 216 million acres is the story of decisions
made by the governments of both the Republic and State of Texas. In these
dedsions, many mistakes were understandably made: land surveys were not always
accurate; mineral rights were not reserved; land was sold too cheaply; land laws, in
addition to not being enforced, contained many loopholes; and not enough land
waS reserved for educational purposes. Yet, Miller's balanced account points out
that it could have been worse. Many Texas legislators seemed to agree with Senator
W. K. Holman, who in 1881 declared, "The sooner the public domain is gone the
better." To those legislators who disagreed, Texans owe an eternal debt of
gratitude. Had it not been for their foresigh t, the people of Texas would have
realized even less of the economic potential of their public lands.
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Many of Miller's figures concerning acreage for various grants are estimates
because no one has completely researched the entire records of the General Land
Office. TItis does not detract from the value of the book since a completely
thorough examination of the records would not rectify mistakes made in many of
the early surveys.
Also included are photographs of early land grant certificates and
Commissioners of the General Land Office. There are maps showing the locations
of various grants, plus 36 pages of appendices containing tables of land receipts and
grants as well as lists of Commissioners of the General Land Office and
Commissioners of the Court of Oaims.

The simplicity of style and organization make The Public LandrJ of Texas
interesting reading for the specialist as well as the layman. The book is a "must"
for anyone who is interested in the story of Texas land policy.
Lindsy E Pack
Angelina College

Still Rebels, Stin Yankees, and Other Essays. ,By Donald Davidson. Introduction by
Lewis P. Simoson. Baton Rouge (Louisiana State University Press)" 1972.
284, index $7.50.

pp.

Nostalgia, pathos, and subdued excitement characterize this collection of
charming essays so carefully thought out and written with grace so many years ago
by Mr. Davidson, critic and scholar, who, until his death in 1968, taught English
at Vanderbilt University.
Known by some as the "ablest exponent of the point of view of the
intelligent Southern conservative" and called by others the "Dean of the Agrarians,"
Davidson's seventeen essays prove him to be a sensitive poet-scholar at home both
in the area of criticism and in the field of ori!,rinal, incisive thought. It is little
wonder that this second printing should be made available at a time when the
nation again is soul-searching in an effort to determine its own true nature and
personality.
The essays range from discussions of poetry as tradition, through reflections on
tradition versus antitradition in prose fiction, on to comments upon the origins of
OUI heroes, why the modern South has a great literature, and regionalism and
nationalism in American literature. "Still Rebels, Still Yankees," a piece which
provides the volume's title, is, pcrhap.'1 from the historian's view, the key essay,
although it should be read with two other contributions, "New York and the
Hinterland," and "Regionalism and Nationalism in American Literature."
-

These sections, based more upon a thorough knowledge of literary SOurces and

~a lesser grasp of historical research and documentation, seem, in the light of the

decades which have passed since they were written, to mirror dated and no longer
valid thought. Yet they reflect most accurately the temper of the times when they
were written. Most certainly, they still are a clear representation of what, at a time,
was a rather confused critical school. Even so they continue to be excellent
background reading.
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At times, Mr. Davidson, whether from an inferiority complex which prods him
as a Southerner or from a determined loyalty to values he seems to hold dear,
becomes a bit testy. He most properly points out that America is a land of
diversity, of varying folkways and mores, of differences both great and small. Yet
he seems to feel that the "only people who do not know this" are "certain
experts" who live in a "sociological pickle of statistics and progress" and "are
eternally looking for what they call 'social values.' .. (p. 231). He asks, curiously
enough, that America be discovered all over again. All this, of course, was written
in 1938.
EquallY curious is Mr. Davidson's claim, again written in 1938, that the
powerful cities of the East took the term region for themselves and gave the
"softer" term regional to something "harmless and insignificant." (p.267). He makes
his point by calling to the witness box a variety of novelists. He might have done
better had he been more proficient in historical and sociological evidence. At times
it is difficult for one trained in logic to comprehend the author's logic.
None the less, this is a stimulating volume. It i<; good that once again it is in
print. The balanced, excellent introduction adequately provides background and
offers insight into some of Mr. Davidson's complexities.

Phillip D. Jordan
Burlington, Iowa

A Louisiana Confederate: Diary of Felix Pierre Poche. Edited by Edwin C. Bearss.
Translated from the French by Eugenic Watson Somdal. Natchitoches
(Louisiana Studies Institute: Northwestern State University), 1972. Index
Pp. i-x, 352. $7.95.
The diary of Felix Pierre Poche contains useful and interesting information
about life and warfare in Confederate Louisiana from July 8, 1863, to May 12,
1865, but one must read carefully to find it. Poche, a trained lawyer and volunteer
staff officer with the Commissary Department of Gray's brigade and who became a
partisan leader on the east bank of the Mississippi River ncar the end of the war,
wrote his journal in nine notebooks which are now in the archives of Northwestern
State University. The lnst two of the notebooks were written in English and the
remainder in French. Poche devotes attention to and concern for his wife and
family, his many friendfl, numerous relatives, his God and his religion, the
Confederacy, and his work, in that order. He enjoys his friends, relatives and
acquaintances. polite company, music and literature, and has a high sense of
patriotism to the Confederacy. Almost until the end, he is convinced that the war
will end favorably for the South.
He offers tantalizing bits of information about the provisioning of Confederate
armies in Louisiana. References are made of efforts to secure pigs, flour and meal
for the brigade, of competition for supplies between brigades, of foraging and .....
"forcing people to grind corn against their will," and of efforts to transfer arms
and persOfmel to Confederate forces east of the Mississippi. Frequent mention is
made of trade in cotton between Confederate and Union lines, some of the trade
"official" and some contraband.
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One is struck by the almost constant movement of Confederate armies from
north to south within the state. The soldiers were constantly marching, moving, and
hungry, and if onc may judge by Poche's own experiences, often ill. Poche dislikes
the "dark pine forests" and the "barbarous country" of north Louisiana. He
comments on the people and places he visits, mention); the military units and
leaders from Texas, Louisiana and Arkansas with the Trans--Mississippi Department,
and refers frequently to the war news, usually garbled, from the east. After the
first one hundred pages of the diary the pace of activity and the readers interest
rises rapidly with poche's account of the Battles of Mansfield, Pleasant Hill,
Mansura, and Yellow Bayou in April and May, 1864..Thc successes of late spring
become the doldrums of summer and the miseries of winter. Eighteen sixty-five
begins with an apparent disintebrrution of Confederate hopes, morale and purpose.
Jayhawkers, pillagers, bandits, and deserters, rarely mentioned in earlier days, appear
with increasing frequency. Poche effectually ends his military career as the leader of
a guerrilla band.
The editor has made an intense effmt to identify the numerous people and
places mentioned by the diarist, and to match the real record of warfare with
"Dame Rumor," whom Poche himself eventually comes to distrust after so many
disheartening encounters. Would that the editor's notes have been in closer
proximity to the text. The product is a good, interesting, rare, and very personal
account of life within and behind the Confederate lines in Louisiana.
Henry C. Dethloff
Texas A&M University

Kirby Smith's Confederacy: The Trans-,Hississipi South, 1863-1865. By Robert L.
Kerby. New York (Columbia University Press) 1972. Pp.viii, 529. Maps,
notes, bibliography, and index. $12.95
This book provides the first comprehensive analytical account of the military
and domestic affairs of the Confederacy's Trans- Mississippi Department, 1863-1864.
Robert L. Kerby is Assistant Professor of History at Columbia University, teaching
nineteenth century American politics, warfare, and the theory of revolution. His
style weaves description and analysis together with a narrative that tlows. He seems
to incorporate recent historical scholarship through reliance on original and
secondary sources, but his failure to include The Confederate Quartermaster in the
Trans-Mississipi by James L. Nichols would suggest some lack of thoroughness.
Although essentially a scholarly account, the book is written for the breneral reader
who appreciates Confederate history. The work attempts successfully to tie together
the mass of available data concerning "Kirby Smith's Confederacy" into a coherent
narrative.
This book, the first comprehensive history of the Trans-Mississippi after
. Vicksburg, investigates the multiplicity of factors which led to the Department's
lea. disintegration. Foremost among these factors were military reverses, an erratic
economy, speculation, impressment, conscription, inflation, the dislocation of
refugees, rumors, the rhetoric of states' rights, and inept command. Insensitive dvil
administration, the disruption of domestic discipline, poor communication, the
army's interference in civil affairs for reasons of "military necessity," and a
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pervasive atmosphere of violence and uncertainty all contributed to the
disintegration of the Department. The work offers a case study of a segment of
American society which consumed itself by surrendering everything, including its
principles and ideals, in pursuit of an unattainable military victory.
With the surrender of Vicksburg in July, 1863, the Trans-Mississippi
Department of the Confederacy, which included Texas, Arkansas, Missouri, western

Louisiana, and Indian Territory J was severed from the remainder' of the South.
Under the command of General Edmund Kirby Smith, the Department succeeded in
preserving its nominal integrity until the last days of the war, but at a terrible cost.
During the last two years of the war, this Department's existence hinged upon its
own meager resources, and was forced to maintain its defences without significant
support from the remainder of the Confederate States.
Kerby's study of the Trans-Mississippi Department leaves the reader with five
major impressions. First, a fundamental flaw in Confederate grand strategy was the
a.<;sumption that the Mississippi River constituted a natural boundary to divide
military departments. The separate responsibility for the supervision of the eastern
and western banks permitted Union forces to exercise command on both sides of
the river, increasing the vulnerability of the trans-Appalachian South. Second, the
economy of the Trans-Mississippi remained viable throughout the war despite severe
dislocations. Third, despite the relative immunity of the southwest from physical
damage, the Department suffered a disintegration of morale during the last months
of the conilicL The southwest was not beaten in battle nor defeated by the
inadequacies of its economy. Kerby states that this area being excused from massive
invasion and continuous battle confrrms the hypothesis that the reason for the
disappearance of the Confederate war effort is to be found in the depths of the
Southern spirit rather than in the objectivc details of political economy. Fourth,
the conventional thesis that the ideology and practice of states' rights undermined
the achievement of Confederate national independence may require modification.
Kerby states that although localism often interfered with mobilization and the
conduct of the war, especially with regard to Kirby Smith's relations to the
government of Texas and his various attcmpts to transfer troops from one district
to another, nonethele..<;s, Confederate officials west of the Mississippi usually
succeeded in imposing their will upon the states and the people. Even the
government of Texas virtually renounced its claim to autonomy in favor of the
army's authority in the spring of 1864. Finally, the hhtory of the Trans·Mississippi
offers evidence that progressive demoralization of the South began during the
earliest dayS of the war.
The author's conclusion is, that the Trans-Mississippi Department was only a
peripheral theater of operations whose fate hinged upon the fortunes of
Confederate arms in the East, is traditional. Yet the Department was the most
expensive military department in the Confederacy. It did enjoy some unique
advantages and encounter some unique problems, and its history does indeed
complement and rcf"me the history of the Confederate States.

Douglas G. Tomplait
IIamshirc, Texas

.

EAST TEXAS HISTORICAL JOURNAL

77

Texas Coastal Bend: People And Places.By Alpha Kennedy Wood. San Antonio (The
Naylor Company, 1971). Pp. x+156. Illustrations, appendix, index. $7.95.
Mrs. Wood's obvious devotion to the Coastal Bend region, her family
connections, and her apparent access to seldom-used- public and private source
materials could have combined to produce a significant chapter in the history of this
Gulf region. Unfortunately, they did not. Instead her narrative rambles, repeats, and
errs. The semi-civilized Caddos did not, for example, precede the Karankawas, Lipans,
Tonkawas, and Comanches in this area. (p.S) Although she records the rise and
subsequent decline of such Gulf towns as St. Mary's, Fulton, Bayside, and
Rockport, she fails to analyze the causes of their demise; furthermore, she hardly
notes the emergence of the largest city in the Coastal Bend, Corpus C'hristi.
Unfortunate, too, is the fact that Mrs. Wood adds so little to our
knowledge of early entreprenews in this region. From James Power, cmpresario
of Refugio, to Henry Smith, land speculator and frrst provisional governor of
Texas, to George Ware Fulton, cattle baron, we catch only occasional glimpses of
the men who were, after all, regional builders. Since the book lacks notes and
bibliography, we cannot look to the sources to flesh out these energetic
economic activists.
For a tale in which geography plays such a major role, it is strange that
there are no maps. A careful editor would have included several maps and would
have caught the inaccurate references to E.E. Pease (p.96) and to Rip Ford's
expedition to Brownsville in July, 1865 (p.84).
Contrary to the dustjacket's claim, this is not a regional history of the
Texas Coastal Bend. Rather it is a pastiche of recollections, genealogical listings,
hearsay, and misinformation, worth perhaps the local buff's skimming, but hardly
worth the attention of a serious student.
Nancy Head Brown
Del Mar College

Old Angelo. BY Joe

A.. Gibson. San Angelo, Texas (Educator Books, Inc., 1971).

p.201.
If you drink your history straight, you will fmd much that is unpalatable
with this study of San Angelo. There are no footnotes, no bibliography, and an
index Which lists names primarily. There are questionable statements such as that
contributing the name of the Llano Estacodo to Spanish explorers who drove
stakes into the ground to mark their path. The book, moreover, is badly
organized with biographk:a1 sketches, fragments of institutional history, and
photographs jumbled together. There is little information about minorities. In
-;.., general, it is reminiscent of a nineteenth-century mugbook.
If you are not overly concerned about such matters, then, you will fmd the
book pleasant, easy to read, and :filled with anecdotes. Included, for example, are
the stories of rancher C.B. Metcalf who stopped fence cutters with a shotgun,
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and of Marcus Koenigheim, a city father, who later Was murdered and robbed of
$20,000. Some early history of the town can be picked out of these stories, but
the book will appeal mainly to those long-lived inhabitants of San Angelo whose
families are mentioned.
David McComb
Colorado State University

The History of Nacogdoches County, Texas. By Richard W. Haltom. Austin (Jenkins
Publishing Company; original published by Nacogdoches News Print in
1880 under the title History and Description of Nacogdoches County,
Texas), 1972. P. 76. $7.50.
One of the earliest settled areas of Texas was Nacogdoches County. At frrst
encompassing the present counties of Henderson, Hunt, Houston, Angelina,
Cherokee, Fannin and Upshear, Nacogdoches County became the lust destination
of American adventurers to the Mexican frontier. To this county came Philip
Nolan's Expedition in 1801 and Sam Houston made his rust home in Texas
here. Wi..hing to record the merits of the county in the development of Texa!i,
Richard W. Haltom, editor of The Nacogdoches News,compiled and published a
short history of Nacogdoches County, Texas, in April, 1880.
The volume did not claim to have a single author, but was intended by its
writers to be a ttuthful compilation of facts recorded at the request and under
the supervision of Haltom. Little original composition was included by the
writers, who chose to merely cull facts available from different sources, such as a
letter of William Barret Travis from the Alamo. an article in The NacogdOl.'hes
News, an address before the Texas Veterans Assosication by the Honorable Guy
M. Bryan in 1873, and secondary works like Henderson Yoakum's History of
Texas from Its First Settlement in 1685 to Its Annexation to the United States
in 1846,(1856). No complete bibliographical data was included for any of the
material, and numerous quotations provided no clues to the sources at all. This
impaired but definitelY did not negate the value of Haltom's history. The volume
still represented popular opinion of republic and civil war periods. It embodied
the proud heritage of a citizenry, which in Haltom's opinion. gave a factual
history of the development of East Texas.
The

physical arrangement of the

organization,

transition,

and

original volume

typc-setting_

Divided into

showed little
two

paJts, the

skill in
history

provided a general history of Nacogdoches County in essays on isolated topics or
events in the county. The second, and lesser, part of the work described the
physical, economic, and cultural makeup of the county and its towns as they
existed in 1880. The account was extremely favorable, sounding like a tourist
advertisement. It was printed on news print at the local newspaper office and
sold for fifty cents. The history feU into obscurity until recent years when it
was brought to the attention of The Jenkins Publishing Company by Mr. FJ.~
Tucker of Nacogdoches. The recent edition is a reprint of the best copy
available, courtesy of Dr. Ralph W. Steen, President of Stephen F. Austin State
University. The years have had their toll on even the best available copy and,
since it was photographed and reprinted in the original type, reading the new
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volume is a bit stIenuous and in places practically impos:'Iible. Yet, the difficulties
encountered did nut overpower the flavor given the, history by seeing it in its
"

original form.
Although Haltom's history omitted some eras in the growth of the county.
it is a Ieleyant eontribution to the local literature from the nineteenth century
and teems with references to early historical figures. Now, in its reprinted forID,
and made available to the Texas historians and the interested citizens alike, it
provides a record of original manuscripts and pUblic opinion of the early events
in Nacogdoches Couoty as well' as an insight into the life of "Great East Texas"
of almost a century ago.
Carolyn Koch
Lane City, Texas

A History Of The Charters Of Beaumont, Texas, 1838-194Z By Paul E. Isaac.
Beaumont (Mirabeau B. Lamar Series in Urban Affairs, Lamar
University), 1972. P. 23
Paul E. Isaac, Pmfessor of History and Director of Historical Projects for
the Center for Urban Mfairs at Lamar University, ,has provided in this
monograph a short study of the charters of Beaumont. The work is important as
history in relation to the development of municipal government in addition to
being relevant to the charter reform presently under discussion in Beaumont.
Isaac begins hi.. study with a brief description of the incorporation of
Beaumont from the earliest charter in 1838 up to that of 1899. From the time
when Beaumont was incorprated by the Congress of the Republic of Texas in
1838 tQ the outbreak of the Civil War, the functioning of city government was
rather haphazard. There are several gaps in the city's records and it is assumed
because of this lack of records that the municipal government ceased to function.
It was not until 1881 that there was any continuous municipal government in
Beaumont.
From 1881 to 1899, Beaumont was governed by general .-;iatutes passed by
the state legislature. Then in 1899, a movement began to secure a city charter.
By the charter of 1899 a great variety of powers were granted to the city and
were listed in great detail. The city was also given many regulatory and police
powers.
Then in 1905 a new charter was drafted and approved by the state
legistature. There had been some amendments made earlier in ] 903 but it was
now felt that there was a need for an entirely new charter. Isaac points out that
there were two major developments that influenced this desire for a new city
chaTter. The first was the change of Beaumont into a tluiving industrialized city
,... as a result of thc opening of the Spindletop oil field. The second development
was that the spirit of rcform characteristic of the Progressive Era began to reach
into Southeast Texas.
The most important change in the Charter of 1905 was the proposal that all
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other city officials be appointed by the mayor and city council. The idea was to
streamline the government and shorten the ballot. However as Isaac points out,
the people felt this plan would result in too much centralization of power and

the appointive system was voted down.
In the foUoYling years there were many amendments. However most of these
were in the nature of increased powers and not in the structure of the
government. Then in 1912, the Home Rule Amendment to the state constitution
allowed a city of over 5000 population to get a new charter or to amend an
old onc by just a popular referendum. In 1919 a new charter was thus obtained
and almost at the same time, strong efforts were made at revision yet nothing
was accomplished.
Finally in 1947, the votcrs approved a change in the charter. A drafting
commission was elected· and in December the new charter was approved. This
charter was more general and more concise than the Charter of 1919. Under the
new provisions therc was a smaller city commission and the chief administrator
was the city manager. In his concluding remarks, Isaac concludes that with the
Charter of 1947 there finally appears an effort to provide simple and efficient
city government. Yet the very small voter turnout seems indicative of the fact
that most of the people had little interest either in the charters or their reform.
Isaac gathered most of his information by searching through many issues of the
Beaumont newspapers. Extensive research was also done in the Minutes Books of
the Beaumont City Council as well as the Charters and Ordinances themselves.
The footnotes were quite numerous and detailed for such a 1 brief study
Most
of the
citations
were
from
the
Beaumont lint!!rPrise and
Beaumont JournaL The work contains no standardized bibliography. yet a student
of municipal government could consult the footnotes for several adequate sources.

A History Of The Charters Of Beaumont. Texas is the first in a series
published by the Center for Urban Affairs dealing with urban life and
development. If the subsequent volumes are as well prepared as the first, the
series will make an outstanding contribution to the study of the urban problems
which confront society today.
Ann Elizabeth Heslop
San Antonio, Texas

Irish Flats: A Ghost of San Antonio's Past. By Marie Fitzhugh. San Antonio
(The Naylor Company), 1972. P.162. $6.95
Upon opening the book, the reader is appalled by a long list of characters
with brief identifications. Almost finy of these are living, several deceased, and a ~
few arc named and unnamed animals. It docs serve the anticipated purpose for it .. ,
is doubtful that the end of the story will bc reached without at least one
referral to this personal glossary in order to clear a mental maze.
The author uses fiction to portray four distinct life-styles found in San
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Antonio in the 1890's. The story evolves around the Jim Cullen family who live,
not "on the other side of the track," but on the other side of the river. In
various ways the family members arc employed or otherwise involved in the lives
of the Southern aristocracy, the rich German businessmen, the Spanish people,
and the newly-established military colony.

'\

In a literary style attuned to the innocence and candor of a child, the
events unravel as perceived by Rose Agnes. She is the ninth offspring of these
struggling irish, quite satisfied with her world of play and obviously opposed to
learning the alphabet or becoming an apprentice to her dressmaker-aunt. Without
embroidered piuases or a play on the emotions, well-chosen words convey the
mood or meaning, "clipped" accent could refcr only to British dialect and,
without insult, there is economy of description such as the "flat" speech of

Texas.
Not only is the book of interest to the San Antonio locale and those of
Irish decent, but it certainly has a lesson for all of us in this particular time in
history. First noted is that problems run a parallel to present day home life with
unwanted children and children not wanting to live at home. Secondly, nobody
felt the need to call attention to a race OT deprived group. In fact, it came as a
surprise to Rose Agne~ to learn that she was poor.
The story reveals the isolation and frugality of the people in the Plats but
points out their independence and managerial abilities, their honesty and
acceptance of their station in life. Above all, they lived by a "code of
conscience." Their philosophy, in the words of the author, was that "you had to
hang on to whatevcr made you feel like a free man," even if it were as simple
a thing as being the owner of a pair of mules.
The author is Marie Fitzhugh. Born in London, she lives now in Hope
Cottage; Yapton, Sussex, England. She is widely travelled, a naturalizcd citizen of
the United States and lived many years in San Antonio. This fact, plus evidence
of careful research, qualifie~ her to speak for the time and for the pcople.
Ava Bush
Stephen F. Austin State University

Cattle Trails to Trenches: The Story of a Cowboy. By Howard Grecn Smith.
Austin (Pemberton Press), 1970. P.252. S6.95.

A

Catrle Trails to Trenches is an unimportant book about an unimportant
man. The autobiography of Howard Green Smith, the slim volume is written in
what the editors call "thc vernacular of West Texas" - - a kind of folksy,
conversational style that does little marc for the reader than relatc the story.
One gcts the idea that Smith might be a good fire~ide story teller, but he is not
a good story writer.
The purpose of the book is questionable. One of its few values is that it
relates the mean nature of life in rural Texas during the early twentieth century
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and the difficulty even an energetic young man had in breaking the bonds of his
environment. Smith was born poor in northeast Texas and was reared poor in
central west Texas. After a number of years in Canada, he returned to Texas
where at more than eighty years of age he works as a Watkins dealer.
Two elements give his story a romantic touch: (1) his years as a kind of
cowboy-farmer, and (2) his service in France with the Canadian army during
World War I. In neither case does he have anything of great historical value to
relate- just his own story to tell, and unfortunatelY few others than friends and
relatives will be interested. Anecdotes range in subject matter from the time his
new step-mother caught him long enough to box his ears to the day he
reappeared at his father's home after an absence of many years. He includes a
graphic description of an episode in which he lost a hand in an oates harvester.
As if that is not enough, he caps the story by telling how he later dug up his
hand so that he could straighten it out. It seems that his finger nails had
continued to grow and were cutting into his hand, causing him pain. Once the
hand was straightened out and reburied, he had no recurrence of pain.
Unfortunately, added all together, the material would have been about as usefull
in manuscript tucked away in a research library-or perhaps bettcr as a part of
an oral historY project.
Without index, the text is accompanied by an interl;'~ting collection of
photographs and three curious documents as an appendix. Cattle Trails to Trenches
will win no awards this year!
Frank H. Smyrl
East Texas State University

Wake Up Dead Man:Afro-American Worksongs from Texas Prisons Collected and
Edited by Bruce Jackson. Cambridge, Mass. (Harvard University Press),
1972. Pp.326.
Scholars have recently begun to consider with increased tempo the problems
associated with writing the history of peoples rather than with chronicling the
storY of nations and the elite within them. In the last few years, scholars from
various disciplines have turned to collecting and publishing material heretofore
overlooked by humanists and social scientists alike. An excellent example of this
trcnd is Bruce Jackson's collection of Afro-American worksongs gathered from the
Texas prison system. Entitled. Wake Up Dead Man and published by Harvard
University Press, this compilation contains both solo and group songs and
includes a variety of activities from cotton chopping to road building. The author
purposely omits blucs, spirituals, and gospel songs which are equally prevalent
among black inmates in the Texas Department of Corrections who constitute
approximately thirty percent of all convicts. In a period when semantic labels
take on political and sociological signitlcance to many persons, Jackson has ,.
carefully employed the term Afro-American to describe the music of thcworksongs. While "the songs arc sung by Americans," he explains, "the style and
function are African in origin."
As Jackson makes perfectly clear, there are important differences between
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art and folk songs. As part of the latter genre, worksongs cannot be understood
apart from the historical context in which they emerged and they not only
reflect the singer's inner-most feelings, but also served as a weapon against "a
kind of death" unknown to those in the outside world.
With few exceptions, the subject of the songs has "something to do with
making it in Hell:' The worksongs are designed essentially "to pace work" and
not to provide a diversion from labor or even to accompany work. They serve
three primary functions. They helped supply a rhythm for work, to pass the
time and to offcr a partial outlet for the tensions, frustrations and anger of the
inmates. One important psychological function was to place their duties in the
frame work of the convicts themselves rather than in that of the pri80n guards.
The contents of the fifty-seven songs included in this collection as well as
the comments of several black convicts strikingly reveal the similarities between
the plantation slave system of the Old South and the prison system of the
modern South. Apart from the fact that both systems called worksongs into
being, slaves and prisoners alike found them to be one of the few voluntary
associations possible in what was otherwise a highly regimented existence. In
addition, both systems tried to stimulate competition by offering rewards to the
most industrious workers in order to increase productivity. Tn each case, however,
the workers usually caught on to the device and refused to participate especially
when the rewards were nominal.
The editor has commendably rejected the usc of "dialect-style writing" in
order to avoid the "queer spelling" which serves to "reinforce an invalid
caricature." He has also included for each type of song succinct summaries which
give the reader "a sense of the life that produced and maintained the songs."
The value of this study is further enhanced by the inclusion of a glossary and a
group of excellent photographs of the inmates and their surroundings. Both the
editor-compiler and Harvard University Press are to be complimented for an
excellent contribution to the study of Afro-Americans. Hopefully this collection
will stimulate similar studies in other states.
Robert V. Haynes
University of Houston

Perspectives in the History of Science and Technology. Edited by Duane H. D.
Roller. Norman, Oklahoma (University of Oklahoma Press), 1971. Pp. vii,
307. $9.95.
The essays in this. collection were originally papers presented at a symposium
sponsored by the Midwest Junto, the Society for the History of Technology, and
the University of Oklahoma held at the University in April, 1969. The volume is
i'iptly titled for the ten major papers represent a cross section of the work
being done today in the history of science and technology. Eight historians, John
C. Greene, Robert E. Schofield, Erwin N. Hiebert, John B. Rae, Cyril Stanley
Smith, Richard S. Westfall, Martin J. S. Rudwick, and Marshall Clagett,
contributed papers on subjects of their own choosing. For each paper two
individuals, specialists in appropriate areas of research, prepared comments. In
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addition the book includes lectures by Aaron J. Ihde and Joseph T. Oark. lhdc
gives a warm-hearted picture of Stephen Moulton Babcock, his substantial
contributions to the dairy industry, and his influence on Wisconsin scientists who

made significant studies in agriculture and nutrition. Clark discusses the
relationship between the science of history and the history of science.
Thus Perspectives includes the ideas of twenty-seven different specialists on a
variety of topics.
Greene's paper is a discussion of the possibilities of applying the Kuhn.an
Paradigm (developed by Thomas Kuhn In The Stnlcture of Scientific Revolutions)
to the natural sciences; Greene finds Kuhn's hypothesis, though helpful for the
physical sciences, inappropriate for explaining the !"' lrwinian Revolution in
particular and the natural sciences in general. One commentator agrees; the other
does not. Both point out the necessity of carefully defming the scope of onc's
chosen paradigm when discussing the pattern of scientific change.
Schofield's paper includes an examination of eighteenth century chemistry as
background for a re-evaluation of L.avoisier's contributions. That paper and the
thoughtful commentaries on it point to the need for additional research on the
background and nature of the chemical revolution. Hdhcrt's contribution is an
analysis of "the Energetics Controversy and the ~ew Thermodynamics" in late
nineteenth century Germany. The commentators ask searching questions calling
for further study on the significance of energetics, and one, David B. Wilson,
notes an interesting distinction between the philosopher and the historian. He
defines the historian's task as trying "to understand a past period in its own
context . . .what scientists thought and why they thought it." The philosopher
of science tries "to determine what is right . . .the true nature of scientific
knOWledge."
With Rae's paper comes a change of pace, for it is a description of the
growth of the highway system in twentieth-century America, stressing the need to
design roadways appropriate for an automobile age, and pointing out that
highway policies consistently lagged behind both the needs of traffic and the
available highway technology. The commentators raise useful questions about why
the modern expressway has come to dominate American views of transportation
needs and about the role of engineers and similar technical experts in shaping
American culture.
Smith very ably examines the relationship of art, technology, and science
with examples ranging from man's earliest history to the twentieth century. This
~ectiun uf the book is illustrated by sixteen pages of well-chosen photographs
and drawings. The commentators rightly applaud his paper as a major
contribution, requiring the historian to consider the aesthetic stimulus to scientific
and technological advance.
TIle remaining three paperS deal with specific topics in the history of
science. Westfall examines the development of Newton's dynamics, based on a
thorough study of Newton manuscripts. Rudwick discusses the contemporar~
scientific context for the work of Lyell. And Qagett outlines the principal
translations of the commentaries on Archimedes' works, commenting on his
influence in the Middle Ages. In each case the commentators praise the papers
and make suggestions or raise questions adding new ideas or different emphases
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to the topics under discussion.
The papers in Perspectives are well-researched and clearly-written, and the
commentators adequately fulfill their task. However, the book is also revealing
because of what is not there. There is very little, aside from Rae's paper, on
twentieth-centUIY science and technology, an area in which a great deal of work
still needs to be done. Nor is there much direct discussion of the interaction of
science and society, another area in which additional research needs to be done,
especially for American society. Thus Perspectives not only includes some valid
examples of the work currently being done in the history of science, it can also
be used to point out areas where further study is needed.

Sylvia W. McGrath
Stephen F. Austin State University

Madison Cooper. By Marion Travis. Waco (World Books, 1971). Epilogue and
notes. P. 128. $4.95.

Local history has a charisma that tends to be irresistible to writers, and will
most likely always remain so. MOiiison Cooper delineates the story of a
prominent citizen of Waco, Texas, who by all odds should have been a "favorite
son," yet never really achieved that laureL As is often true in life, a person may
not be appropriately cited for his generosities until long after his demise. Such
was the case of Madison Cooper. It was on a sultry September evening in 1958
at Waco Municipal Stadium that Cooper, after jogging, stepped to his automobile
and there died of heart failure. It is typical that Cooper ran his last mile,
signifying his constant state of hurriedness. Cooper had written his funeral plans
in 1947, demanding total simplicity and brevity. According to his unusual
wishes. he was buried in a plain dark suit and tie, white shirt, wrapped in
green military blankets, and interred in the most inexpensive unpainted wooden
box available.
Always an essentially private person, Cooper nonetheless had relished parties
and social gatherings, where his voice sounded more like that of a Southern
patrician than a central Texan. In fact, his speech in11ection was lost only in angry
moments. A familiar figure to Waco citizens for many years, Madison Cooper was
seen on his daily rounds to the bank and other downtown localities always
accompanied by a worn leather briefcase containing memc)randa on his numerous
stocks, investments, and writing projects. A man of heartland Texas, he possessed
many friends of the literary and theatrical circles of the East. He vastly admired
persons of talent and accomplishment, and wished to be credited as one himself.
At age fifty-eight he became a model for state pride when his'Sironio., Texas was
unleashed as a national bestMseller, having been produced in the secret accretion
over an eleven year span. Not only establishing the Cooper Foundation to make
Waco a better place to live, he made the city sole beneficiary of his S3,000,000
estate.
Descended from Arkansas and North Carolina parentage, :Madison Cooper was
born in 1894 on the birth date of Jefferson Davis. He was isolated at an early
age from his juvenile compatriots as the family spent lengthy vacations in
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Wisconsin and Michigan to escape the fierceness of Texas summers. An intelligent
student, he entered the Forty Acres at Austin in 1911, and embarked upon what
he termed fOUf years of parties and writing. In 1915 he headed home for Waco
when the University of Texas awarded him an English degree. With the advent of
World War I, Cooper traveled to Leon Springs, Texas to an officer training camp.
Natural quietude coupled with his self-assurance of a superior mind labeled him
as conceited to many associates. Regiment commanders thought otherwise, and
assigned Lieutenant Cooper a slot at intelligence operations in Illinois. Later
serving in St. Mihiel and the Moselle campaigns in France, Cooper wisely
acquiesed to hi~ familY's pleas and abandoned the militarY as a possible career.
Returning home to help with the family grocery for a decade, it was soon quite
evident that Madison Cooper would always be more interested in writing than
vegetables. lie labored in an attic loft large enough for only one person, with
hand-eonstructed shelves, files, and bookcases holding Ius trivia. Although solitary,
he remained active in community affairs and was always a good mixer with any
age group.

...,

In 1924, Cooper began his annual philanthropy gifts. The First Presbyterian
Church, Waco Community Chest, and the University of Texas always received a
lion's share of contributions. His private hope Was that he could continue this
philanthropy through his professional WTiting income of short stories. After a
series of disappointments in dairy enterprises, a shoe and trunk factory, and
abandonment of all responsibility for the family business, the Great Depression
loomed harshlY before this bachelor who had yet to see a steady income from
his literary talent. Nevertheless, the thirties were a flourishing time for his writing
ability. His attie alcove Was quiet and suitable for the purpose, and even
complete with a kitchen timer to clock visits when he wanted to delimit a
visitor's stay. Cooper would even stand at the sound to emphasize the end of
the interview.
During World War II, Cooper always maintained a brisk schedule of events.
Taking famous large hurried steps, he seldom drove anywhere. His continued
generosity to a large number of caUses saw these anonymous sums earmarked for
libraries, the Red Cross, hospitals, parks, and community chests. Because he made
no disclosure of his writing activities and discussed his stock market investments
with no one, Waco citizens constantly believed him to be an eccentric and
shabbily dressed man who spent his days idling away useless pursuits in his attic.
Some even thought him secretly deciphering codes for the military, as he had
done in the previous war. He conducted his own usa organization at his
mansion cvery week-end through the war's duration. At the end of hostilities, hc
gave his dairy farm to Texas A & M University-this proved to be the largest
personal gift of his career.
After liquidating the troubled family businesses, Cooper turned all his
attention to his novel, Sironia, Texas, which Houghton·Mifflin of Boston issued in
1952. His pride and perscverence had paid off in a gratifying triumph at an age
in life in which fame is uncommon. The incredibly successful two-volume novel
of 840,000 words was longer than An American Tragedy, Gone With the Wind, -"
Raintree County, Anthony Adverse. or even the Old and New Testaments
combined. Foreign translations gave an added impetus to the book's popularity,
but a stalemate between author and publisher saw the book's glitter and sales
slacken to almost nothing after two years.
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With all the fame garnered from his work, Cooper's impulse to financial
assistance when needed still never diminished. Money was frequently channeled
into special funds for needy writers. To describe the variety of charitable and
educational gifts during the five years the public knew him as a writer would
take numerous pages here. Very close with the precise amount of money he
dispensed, Madison Cooper distributed so many small gifts that he appeared quite
lavish. Nevertheless, the best of all was saved until the end for the citizens of
Waco.

Madison Cooper is a publication which more than anything else is an
excellent example of local history and hindsight home town admiration. It will
by no means become a monument for students of Texas historiography. The
chief lessons involved describe how one Texas city saw massive changes in
funding, community needs, recreation, and social welfare-all made possible by a
millionaire benefactor that no one ever really acknowledged or tried to
understand.
Staley Hitchcock
APO San Prancisco

Texas Under A aaud: Story of the Texas Stock Fraud ScandaL By Sam Kinch
Jr. an(l f';·,1 Procter. Austin (Pemberton Press) 1972. P. 159 JIlustrations.
$6.95
Scholars and most laymen as well have been awarc that state government is
less effective than it could be and that it tcnds to serve "special interests" rather
than thc general public. Texas Under A Cloud by Sam Kinch, Jr., and Ben
Proctor explores the recent Texas stock scandal and might be added to a
growing list of studies that are highly critical of state government-its structure,
its persoIUlel In the study, the role of Gus Mutscher in the recent stock frauds
is examincd as are the roles of such leading Texas politicos as Preston Smith,
Dr. Elmer Baum, State Representatives W. S. Heatly and Tommy Shannon, and
Mutscher's aid Rush McGinty. Frighteningly, the detrimental role of lobbyists for
"special interests" is also divulged. Greatly influenced by lobbyists, many state
officials appear to represent their constituents only casually while using their time
and power to further business and banking lobby goals. In return, officials are
provided with opportunities to make "quick money."
The volume is not, however, a one-sided attack on personalities. Kinch and
Proctor point out that the very structure of Texas government is such that
incidents similar to the stock scandal may again occur. The prcsiding officers of
the House and Senate have too much power; legislators are underpaid and
overworked; and lobbyists are not effectively regUlated. These are only a few of
the "evils" that the authors list. If not corrected, these "evils" will lead to
further abuse.
Unfortunately, what is otherwise a valuable study is marred by flaws in
style and research. Although usc of "folksy" language throughou t may be
forgiven as an attempt to appeal to laymen, the use of trite phrases, stang, and
metaphors built on cliches is regrettable. For example, the reader finds that
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" ...Smith walked through the barnyard without messing up his boots" (p. 51),
that " ...Mutcher was king of the House road" (p.63), and that the Speaker's
team "was an odd litter of cats..." (p. 72). Worse, the authors inform the reader
that the scandals.....rocked the Texas political boat down to its ballast" (po 106)
and that business interests"... financed the sailing of the Mutcher ship ....' (p. 66).
Equally disturbing is the fact that this volume, one that many people may
consider controversial, does not include footnotes or bibliography. Nowhere are
official records. newspapers, or personal interviews footnoted. Although a
"publisher's notc" explains that the authors used offidal records and taped
interviews, it is quite distressing to see statements attributed to state leaders
inclosed in quotation marks and yet not noted in the text.
The above criticisms notwithstanding, Texas Under A Cloud remains a timely
. ~xpose in the form of a casc study that examines weaknesses in state
governmental structure and personnel. Therein lies its value.
James M. Smallwood
Texas Tech University
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